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Editorial 


Editorial: Recession and Riot 


Fighting Capital or Fighting the 


Du the recent May Day dem 
onstrations in London one group 


on Euston Road carried a banner with 
the slogan “Overthrow Capitalism and 
Replace it With Something Nicer”. This 
is a fine sentiment but only a sentiment. 
This is the problem with the so-called 
anti-capitalist move- 
ment. Its supporters 
openly proclaim 
their opposition to 
“programmes”. Af- 
ter all such 
programmes can 
lead to disagree- 
ments! But this lack 
of a defined and ar- 
ticulate goal can 
lead only to confu- 
sion. And 
confusion was all 
around for anyone 
to see. Whilst some 
protesters realise 
the need to smash 
the state they are 
more likely to get 
their own skulls 
smashed if they un- 
dertake the kind of 
minority action that 
took place in Central 
London on May 
Day. With 6000 he- 
roes in blue fully 
tooled up for the 
confrontation it was 
a good day for the 
capitalist state. 
They not only took another authori- 
tarian step forward but also won the 
propaganda battle. The state could 
portray the demonstrations as simply 
down to mindless thugs. Even if the 
thugs were the ones wearing riot gear 
we have to ask what the point of the 
showdown was. Whilst the petty bour- 
geois so-called “anti-capitalists” like 
George Monbiot revealed on Chan- 
nel 4 that they are not anti-capitalist at 


Police? 


all they do at least have a programme. 
They want only to make monopoly capi- 
tal play according to some rules (as if 
they did not already write the rules). 
This is why they got all the positive 
media attention. Anti-capitalism in 
these terms means only a “nicer” capi- 


Quebec demonstrators against capitalism face massive state 
preparations at the Summit of the Americas in April 
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talism but it is still the same exploita- 
live system 


Although many of the participants in 
the anti-capitalist movement don’t 
know it, much of their activity takes its 
inspiration from the autonomist move- 
ment, which began in Italy in the 1970's. 
Led by Toni Negri (today reconciled to 
the capitalist system), this argued that 
the working class was essentially any- 
one who felt oppressed by the system 


and that the road to revolution lay not 
in confrontation with the capitalist 
state, but in making it irrelevant by eve- 
tyone “doing their own thing”. 
Autonomism is essentially a philoso- 
phy of despair. It has abandoned the 
working class as the one collective pro- 
ducer class, which 
has the potential 
to rebuild the 
world anew. It has 
abandoned com- 
munism, which is 
the only alterna- 
tive to capitalism. 
Communism is not 
only “nice”, but 
necessary. The en- 
lire capitalist world 
system stands on 
the brink of a new 
recession, which is 
being felt by work- 
ers in fresh 
tedundan- 
cies. 200 000 more 
US workers are 
unemployed com- 
pared with this 
time last year, in 
Britain 15 000 have 
been laid off in the 
last fortnight 
alone, and this sort 
of thing is being 
experienced world- 
wide. 


Capitalism is a 
daily purveyor of misery and death. 
Since 1945, more than 50 millions have 
died in wars alone, and this excludes 
the millions who have died in famines 
and preventable disasters. Every 
day, 20 000 children die in capitalism's 
periphery simply because the states 
they live in are paying debts rather 
than providing medicines. Mexico is 
one example. Two millions Iraqis have 
died in the last decade due to the sanc- 
tions imposed by US imperialism tc 
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safeguard its oil interests. Death and 
devastation rages in Palestine and in 
the Balkans, all in the interests of im- 
perialism. (See the texts on Mexico, 
Iraq, Palestine and the Balkans in this 
issue.) All these crimes result from capi- 
talism itself and express its true nature. 
Humanity cannot afford to put up with 
asystem, which in the name of profit is 
ripping out the resources of the planet 
and paving the way for ecological dis- 
aster. 


Despite all the obvious failures of capi- 
talism we cannot underestimate for a 
minute its resilience and its hold over 
people’s minds. Even if it is in crisis 
and is blatantly decaying, it cannot be 
overthrown simply by sections of the 
population rejecting it. Capitalism can- 
not be abolished unless those that 
already recognise its barbarism know 
what to aim for. This means a pro- 
gramme and an organisation to unite 
those that want to fight for that pro- 
gramme. This has nothing to de with 
blueprints for dictatorships and totali- 
iarian regimes. It has everything to do 
with seriously confrenting capitalism. 


The case for communism would have 
been won decades ago were it not for 
the Stalinist monstrosity that domi- 
nated a third of the planet for half a 
century or more. This was not commu- 
nism, but state capitalism of the most 
authoritarian and centralised kind. It 
was the opposite of the Marxist crite- 
ria for communism. Communist society 
is about the abolition of the state as an 
instrument of repression and class rule. 
It is about local committees and soviets 
linked in a system of economic co-op- 
eration of free exchange. It is about the 
abolition of wage labour, and the accu- 
mulation of the wealth created by that 
wage labour as capital, which becomes 
a power against the workers. It is about 
production for need. It is about the 
abolition of moncy, of national bounda- 
ties and the creation of one world 
administration (which is not a state). 
Like it or not, a real revolution has to 
have this programme which not only 
puts these fundamental points forward 
but also exposes the fake programmes 
of the likes of the “Socialist Alliance” 
which are socialist in name only. 


For Socialist Alliance read “Old La- 
bour”. Just as Labour never has been 
socialist but has been a party for the 
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management of the national capital, so 
too is the Socialist Alliance. It calls for 
nationalisation of the railways and 
other industries. But this means that 
the state owns the means of produc- 
tion. The question then arises “Who 
controls the state?”. And, as the an- 
swer is the same capitalists who get 
the subsidies (whether in private or 
public form) we can see that this is not 
a step towards socialism but a reinforce- 
ment of the capitalist class’s domination 
over us. Today, on the eve of a General 
Election, when opinion polls tell us that 
more workers than ever are alienated 
from the political system, the Socialist 
Alliance is running around as capital- 
ism’s little helper, trying to get workers 
io participate in the system. For the 
same reason we reject the idea that the 
Socialist Workers’ Party is anything to 
do with workers’ emancipation. Al- 
though they denounce the old Stalinist 
regimes they, like all other Trotskyist 
groups would re-create if (except with 
themselves as leaders). They have now 
suddenly united with the Scottish So- 
cialist Party (see our last issue for 
articles on all these organisations) with- 
out so much as a debate about how 
they reached agreement. Socialism isn’t 
planned capitalism, nor can it come 
about through dishonest deals. It has 
to be fought for openly because it is 
about an entirely different form of so- 
cial, political and economic 
organisation. And only the working 
class can create it. 


After two decades of retreat it is, of 
course, predictable that many will write 
off the working class as has been done 
many times in history, even by de- 
spondent revolutionaries. After the 
massive increases in exploitation in the 
last twenty ycars it might be thought 
that capitalism would be satisfied, but 
not a bit of it. Now that it has had a 
pound of ffésh, it is back for more. More 
layoffs are on the cards and there will 
be little in the way of redundancy. 
Workers recently laid off by Corus, the 
steel maker, have been told they will 
get compensation ... equivalent to the 
compensation farmers hit by foot and 
mouth reccive for two and half dead 
cows! The weight of debt is hamper- 
ing the placement of new capital and 
the take-over mergers, which fuelled 
the stock market, are drying up. To pay 
for the new recession the working class 


LS 


will be called on the make more sacri- 
fices. A new round of battle between 
capital and labour is in the offing. The 
attitude of the working class will be the 
key to the outcome. After years of fall- 
ing figures the number of days lost in 
strikes in the last financial ycar was 
over 600 000 and, amongst these, wild- 
cat strikes are already on the increase... 


But the outcome of the daily class 
struggle can only be at best a tempo- 
rary victory for the working class as 
long as the system of exploitation ex- 
ists. The real future lies in the working 
class developing its own political or- 
ganisations, which take the message 
of communism back into the class as a 
whole. Whether it happens in the 
longer or shorter term, this bankrupt 
system will inevitably recreate a situa- 
tion in which we can once again write 
on our banners the name of commu- 
nism with some hope of finding an echo 
in the class. We can then tur it from 
being a spectral capitalist nightmare 
into the realisation of a proletarian 
dream. 
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Foot and Mouth 


A Crisis Caused by Capitalism 


he foot and mouth epidemic which 

broke out in northern England in 
mid-February rapidly spread across 
most of the UK and then to Ireland, 
France and Holland. So far approxi- 
mately 1550 cases have been reported 
and 2.5 million cattle have been slaugh- 
tered. The outbreak has been so 
serious that vast areas of the country- 
side have been closed off, food exports 
banned, troops drafted in to help with 
the killing and the bourgeoisie has 
postponed the General Election. Mas- 
sive funeral pyres have burned across 
the country, and farmers have been 
ruined. The government has agreed to 
compensate farmers and so far the cost 
of this is £600 million with more money 
promised for tourism’s losses. 


The capitalist propaganda machine 
presents this epidemic as a completely 
unexpected crisis, which has struck like 
a bolt of lightning from a blue sky. If 
anyone is to blame, we are told, it is 
foreigners, possibly Chinese, who 
managed to import the disease with 
cheap meat which was subsequently 
fed to pigs. While the virus is obvi- 
ously naturally occurring the reason 
why this epidemic has been so cata- 
strophic is far from natural. On the 
contrary the reason is to be found in 
the capitalisation of farming and the 
techniques this has led to. This epi- 
demic is a continuation of a series, 
which include Mad Cow Disease, Sal- 
monella and Swine Fever. It has its roots 
in capitalism’s need to produce cheap 
food to reduce the cost of labour power 
and so keep profit rates up. It is there- 
fore a consequence of capitalism's 
crisis of profitability. 


Agricultural Crisis 


lhe massive restructuring of indus 

try and the massive increases in 
productivity of industrial workers, 
which have occurred in the last 2 dec- 
ades, have also occurred in agriculture, 
though to a lesser degrec. Real prices 
of agricultural products have halved 


in the 25 years since 1975. This has 
been achieved by reducing the num- 
bers working on the land and increasing 
the productivity of those remaining by 
using more capital intensive methods. 
All this has greatly increased the dan- 
ger of disease and epidemics. 


The reduction in rural labourers is 
shown by EU and Government figures. 
Between 1980 and 1994 the number of 
people in agriculture, forestry and fish- 
eries in the EU fell from 12 million to 7 
million, a drop of 42%, while in the UK 
the number fell from 1.27 million to 0.5 
million, a drop of 60%. The actual 
number of farmers in the UK in 2000 
was 353 000. There has also been an 
increase in the capital plant employed. 
Overa similar period from 1981 to 1993 
an additional £179 million of plant and 
£83 million of vehicles were acquired 
by UK agriculture.! The efficiency and 
productivity principles of the factory 
have been applied to farming. Typically 
today, thousands of animals are 
crammed into huge sheds, fed with re- 
cycled feeds, artificially fattened (e.g. 
steroids), injected with chemicals to pre- 
vent disease and transported vast 
distances to be slaugh- 
tered or sold. All this is a 
recipe for spreading a 
disease like foot and 
mouth. The role of recy- 
cled feeds, which was 
brought to light in the 
BSE crisis, is notorious. 
Recycled sheep’s brains 
and innards, (i.e. meat), 
was fed to herbivorous 
(e.g. vegetarian) cattle 
passing on a disease 
which was endemic in 
sheep which was subse- 
quently passed on to 
humans. It appears that 
feeding pigs with waste 
meat may have caused 
the present epidemic. 
However, whatever 
started it, the conditions 
under which the animals 


are kept and grown and the vast dis- 
tances they travel for sale or slaughter 
ensured the disease spread like wild 
fire. The great extent of the areas af- 
fected by this epidemic, when 
compared with that of 1967, when only 
one area was affected, indicates the 
changes which have occurred in agri- 
culture over the past 30 years. 


Agricultural capital today finds itself 
in a weaker position than at any time 
since the Second World War. On the 
one hand it has survived with massive 
subsidies first from the British state and 
later from the European Union (EU) 
which have slowed down the process 
of capitalisation and centralisation. On 
the other hand commercial capital in 
the form of the giant supermarkets has 
strengthened itself and is now able to 
squeeze agriculture. The biggest 5 su- 
permarkets now sell 74% of all UK 
groceries and can dictate prices of ag- 
ricultural produce. 


Subsidies to Agriculture 


I the EU farming receives about £28 
illion in subsidies annually. In Brit- 


Last Issue: 


Revolutionary 


Perspectives 20 
Vauxhall 
Post Office 
Byker Incinerator 
Bourgeois Tolerance 


Socialist Alliance 
Review of SSP’s “Imagine” 


US Elections 
Palestine 
Bolivia 


Update on IBRP 
Trotsky and Trotskyism 


Revolutionary Perspectives 3 


Foot and Mouth 


ain in 2000 the gross product of farm- 
ing was £15.3bn the subsidy 
was £3 .5bn, i.e., almost 30%? In addi- 
tion to these subsidies, agriculture is 
protected by import tariffs and quotas. 
While the average tariff on industrial 
products in the OECD is 4% the aver- 
age on agriculture is 40%. 


The subsidies to farming have two 
main purposes. The first is to make 
Europe self-sufficient in food and so 
prevent the food supply being cut off 
in a future war. The second (which is 
not really applicable to Britain) is to 
keep the rural population on the land 
as long as possible to prevent the so- 
cial unrest which rapid destruction of 
small-scale farmers would bring in its 
wake. The subsidies have sheltered 
agricultural capital from competition, 
slowing down amalgamation of farms 
and increases in capital employed. By 
slowing down the capitalisation of ag- 
ticulture, they have slowed the 
elimination of small holdings and have 
kept small-scale farmers on the land. 
However, as the figures quoted above 


show, between 5 and 6 million have had 
to sell up in the EU during the last 2 
decades. Without the subsidies this 
figure would have been many times 
greater. Since industrial capital is un- 
able to integrate such numbers into 
wage labour, they would have swelled 
the ranks of the unemployed and re- 
quired state support anyway. The 
bourgeoisie chose to support them on 
the land as it risked less social unrest. 


Results of Foot and 
Mouth 


his crisis will accelerate the trends 

described above. Farms will 
merge, workers will be driven off the 
land and farming will become more capi- 
tal intensive. The Ministry of 
Agriculture, Fisheries and Food 
(MAFF), in a report about to be pub- 
lished, predicts that 25% of all farms 
will have disappeared by 2005. This 
represents virtually all the small farms. 
The crisis has pushed many marginal 
farms into bankruptcy. In the future the 
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position of small farmers will get worse 
since agricultural subsidies and import 
restrictions are likely to be reduced in 
the next round of World Trade Organi- 
sation (WTO) negotiations. This will 
accelerate the process of ruin. In many 
of the European countries, e.g., France, 
the numbers of marginal farmers are 
much larger than they are in the UK 
and their ruin is likely to lead to social 
unrest on a scale much greater than we 
are witnessing today. 


Agriculture’s problems are intimately 
connected with those of capitalism. As 
long as capitalism needs to reduce la- 
bour costs it will try to cheapen food. 
It has consistently tried to do this since 
the repeal of the Corn Laws in 1846. 
The ghastly consequences of these 
attempts are visible, not only in the ter- 
tible epidemics in livestock, but also in 
the poisoning of lakes and rivers with 
fertilisers, sometimes killing all aquatic 
life, as for example in the Norfolk 
Broads, and the poisoning of 
groundwater with pesticides. All of 
these things have dire consequences 
for human beings. These problems all 
have their origin in the problems of the 
capitalist system of production itself 
and cannot be solved without the abo- 
lition of the capitalist mode of 


production. 
CP 


Notes 


1 Land Essays, Richard Mayse TLIO website 


2 Financial Times 24/2/10 (British agriculture has 
actually been weakened because the subsidies are 
paid in Euros and the strength of the pound has 
caused the amount of the subsidies to fall.) 
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Capitalist Elections Change Nothing 


“Le edition of Revolutionary Per 
spectives coincides with another 
capitalist electoral campaign in Britain. 
The elaborate myth that the winner of 
the election will run the country will be 
carefully nurtured in every news bulle- 
tin. In reality parliament is only a figleaf 
for the bourgeois state. We simply are 
asked to vote (or not) for the faction 
which the bourgeoisie would most like 
to have to front their rule. In our last 
issue and in our paper Aurora we have 
already stated our fundamental posi- 
tion that growing workers refusal to 
vote is to be encouraged. The ruling 
class are desperate to get us to partici- 
pate to legitimise their rule. Indeed they 
are so worried about the increase in 
abstentionism that they have even 
made “citizenship” part of the National 
Curriculum in secondary schools. Here 
pupils are encouraged to “take part” in 
all kinds of community activity and 
have to learn about “the importance of 
voting”. Labour ministers have de- 
nounced the growing “apathy and 
cynicism” of the voters. Opinion polls 
show that abstentionism could reach 
record highs (and it was over 50% in 
some working class constituencies in 
the last election). But what is there to 
vote for. The programmes of the par- 
ties are almost identical. In the past 
many workers were conned into vot- 
ing for Labour knowing that they 
would not deliver anything different 
from the Tories. Today even that com- 
forting illusion has been lost to the 
system. 


But rushing to fill the gap are the vari- 
ous Trotskyist grouplets who have 
teamed up with some disgruntled Old 
Labour stalwarts to create the “Social- 
ist Alliance”. They are the new 
Seventh Cavalry of the system. Gallop- 
ing over the horizon they claim in their 
title to be “socialist” but have not one 
“socialist” policy. We have yet to find 
any of their propaganda which men- 
tions the words “working class” or 
“class struggle”. Their most radical 
policy is to suggest the re-nationalisa- 
tion of the railways — a step which 


half-sane capitalists would approve of 
(only the post-Thatcherite Labour and 
Tory parties in Britain try to pretend it 
is rational) and which is not a step to- 
wards socialism. State ownership is 
state capitalism not socialism and it is 
only used when the capitalists want to 
restructure the economy. The Social- 
ist Alliance is not even as radical as 
Old Labour was. [For a fuller analysis 
of the Socialist Alliance see “A Stale 
Act in the Same Old Capitalist Circus” 
in RP 20} 


They might however serve a useful 
purpose. When they have failed to 
tegister more than a few per cent of the 
vote, (if they get 5% it would be a tri- 
umph for them) it will demonstrate what 
we have argued for years. Not only is 
standing for parliament not a way to 
socialism (it has to be created by mil- 
lions of workers smashing the 
bourgeois state not electing some to 
join it) but it is also futile in the condi- 
tions of today’s “totalitarian 
democracy”. As long as the bourgeoi- 
sie control the material means of 
production they also control the means 
of persuasion. It is only when this is 
undermined by workers taking direct 
action that the way will open up for a 
new society. What we are saying is 
not new in the workers movement. It 
was forced on workers by their experi- 
ence of betrayal by social democracy 
in the First World War. With a few hon- 
ourable exceptions (Russia, Serbia, 
Bulgaria) their elected representatives 
in parliaments voted war credits for the 
imperialist slaughter. It was from this 
moment that Lenin decided that a new 
Third intentional would have to be cre- 
ated to replace the Second International 
which had gone over to the capitalist 
class. 


Abstentionism and the 
Communist Left 
hen the Third International was 


finally formed in 1919 no-one 
inside it believed that workers could 


use parliament to achieve socialism. 
This was the fundamental lesson of the 
pre-war period and established the 
class difference between internation- 
alists and social democrats. However 
the debate did not end there. At the 
Second Congress of the Communist 
(Third) International in 1920 the com- 
munist abstentionist fraction of the 
Socialist Party of Italy (in 1921, this frac- 
tion formed the Communist Party of 
Italy) presented their Theses on 
Parliamentarism. The Theses, were 
drawn up by Amadeo Bordiga who rep- 
resented the minority position of the 
Italian Communist Left. For Bordiga 
the original motivation was to get rid 
of the corrupt parliamentary fraction of 
the Turati and Modigliani from the 
Party so that a communist party could 
be formed. In Italy the capitalist had 
entered the war late so that the Social- 
ist Party did not split in a principled 
fashion as elsewhere in Europe. Nev- 
ertheless other left communists like the 
German KAPD, the Pankhurst group 
in Britain, etc. supported this minority 
view. In the Second Congress the 
majority supported the “revolutionary 
parliamentarianism”, position of Lenin 
and Trotsky. The latter argued that, 
whilst parliament could be used as a 
“tribune”, a platform to denounce capi- 
talism, it could not be used to 
overthrow capitalism. Our modem-day 
“Leninists” would do well to remem- 
ber this in their enthusiasm for 
elections. We originally published the 
Theses on Abstentionism in 1976 (in 
RP3, First Series). Naturally this has 
been out of print for some time so we 
welcome the International Communist 
Current’s (ICC) reprint in World Revo- 
lution 243 (April 2001) since we believe 
that the Theses are even more relevant 
today than when they were first pub- 
lished. 
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Capitalist Elections 


Bourgeois democracy 
and proletarian 
revolution 


he Theses demonstrate the under 

standing achieved by the Commu- 
nist Left at that time. In them, illusions 
in the magic of democracy are immedi- 
ately dispelled: 


. the franchise granted to all 
citizens of all classes in the elec- 
tions to the representative bodies 
of the state cannot prevent every 
government apparatus of the state 
from becoming the committee for 
the defence of the interests of the 
ruling capitalist class, and the 
state from organising itself as the 
historical organ of the struggle of 
the bourgeoisie against the prole- 
tarian revolution. (Thesis 1). 
Democracy at most only allows the 
non-ruling classes to chose the figure- 
head that the bourgeois state uses to 
deceive them, as a figure they have 
chosen is usually the best to deceive 
them — “at most”, because the bour- 
geoisie uses all its domination over 
what Marx called the intellectual means 
of production to manipulate their 
choice. 


The Theses then go on to state the im- 
possibility of working class political 
power coming through a majority of 
parliamentary seats. As implied by 
Thesis 1, real power does not lie with 
elected bodies. An example of this is 
the way in which the supposed most 
powerful elected politician in the US 
(and so, one might think, the most pow- 
erful man in the world), has scaled 
down his ideologically confrontationai 
stance vis-a-vis China, puiled by the 
invisible strings tying him (9 the intei- 
ests of US capital. 


The alternative to working through 
parliament, is, for the working class, 
revolutionary struggle. And the vic- 
tory of this struggle does not lead to 
the perfecting of democracy: On the 
contrary, 


... The conquest of power ... leads 
to the violent and careful aboli- 
tion of the democratic organs and 
their replacement by organs of 
proletarian power — by workers’ 
councils. The exploiting class is in 
this way robbed of all political 
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rights and the dictatorship of the 
proletariat, i.e., a government 
system with class representation, 
is set up. The abolition of 
parliamentarism becomes a his- 
torical task of the communist 
movement. Even more, representa- 
tive democracy is precisely the 
first form of bourgeois society that 
must be brought down, and moreo- 
ver even before capitalist property. 
(Thesis 2, our emphasis). 
Instead of the rule of the bourgeoisie 
disguised as the rule of the “people”, 
the working class must openly rule in 
its own interest. As this interest de- 
mands the abolition of classes, in time 
the ex-bourgeoisie will be re-integrated 
into society to the extent that their eco- 
nomic domination is eroded. To the 
extent that their economic domination 
is not eroded, they will pose a threat to 
the introduction of a classless society, 
and must be politically neutralised. 


The third Thesis makes the point that 
local government institutions share the 
capitalist class character of the central 
State. 


The historical dimension 
of the question 


| ike all Marxist analyses, the Thesis 
onsider their subject in its histori- 
cal context. 


In the years following the First World 
War, the tasks of revolutionaries in- 
cluded the need to free the proletariat 
from the legacy of the old Social Demo- 
cratic patties which had betrayed the 
workers’ cause by supporting their lo- 
cal imperialists in that war: 


..dn those countries which have 
been ruled for a longer time by a 
democratic order which is rooted 
in the habits and thoughts of the 
massés, and also in the old social- 
ist parties, this task [of freeing the 
proletariat from the damaging 
influence of Social Democratic 
prejudices] is of special impor- 
tance, and assumes the first place 
among the problems of the prepa- 
ration of the revolution. (Thesis 
4). 
According to the fifth Thesis, while the 
prospect of a proletarian revolution 
was still distant, participation in the 
democratic process could still allow 


opportunities for propagandising the 
communist vision of a transformation 
of society. However, for the Theses, 
there was still a distinction to be made 
between various countries: 


...in those countries where a 
bourgeoisie has as yet only started 
and is creating new institutions, 
the entry of communists into the 
representative bodies, which are 
still in a formative stage, can have 
a big influence on the develop- 
ment of events in order to bring 
about a favourable outcome of the 
revolution and the final victory of 
the proletariat. (Thesis 5). 
This is a clear reference to the situa- 
tion in Russia, where the Bolsheviks 
had worked in the Duma and the con- 
stituent assembly so long as this 
participation had pushed forward the 
possibility of a proletarian seizure of 
power. But, in the context of a capital- 
ism that faced a world in which the 
proletarian revolution was not only no 
longer distant but had already hap- 
pened in Russia, 


...in the countries where the 
democratic order was introduced 
a long time ago, there is no possi- 
bility of exploiting 
parliamentarianism for the revolu- 
tionary cause of communism. 
Clarity of propaganda no less 
than preparation for the final 
struggle for the dictatorship of the 
proletariat demand that commu- 
nists carry out propaganda for a 
boycott of the elections on the part 
of the working class. (Thesis 6). 
As a motivation for this boycott, we 
can do no better than quote Thesis 7 in 
full: 


Under these historical conditions, 
under which the revolutionary 
conquest of power by the prole- 
tariat has become the main 
problem of the movement, every 
political activity of the Party must 
bc dedicated to this goal. It is 
necessary to break with the bour- 
geois lie once and for all, with the 
lie that tries to make people 
believe that every clash of the 
hostile parties, every struggle for 
the conquest of power, must be 
played out in the framework of the 
democratic mechanism, in election 
campaigns and parliamentary 


debates. It will not be possible to 
achieve this goal without re- 
nouncing completely the 
traditional method of calling on 
workers to participate in the 
elections, where they work side by 
side with the bourgeois class, 
without putting an end to the 
spectacle of the proletariat ap- 
pearing on the same 
parliamentary ground as its 
exploiters. 


Meaningful action, not 
apathy 


e eighth Thesis makes the point 
that Social Democracy tries to re- 
duce politics to electoral politics, while 
syndicalist and anarchist tendencies 
were successively using popular mis- 
trust of the democracy to reject political 
action, and Marxists were missing the 
opportunity to propagandise for the 
revolutionary seizure of power by not 
clearly separating themselves from 
bourgeois democracy. 


The involvement of communists in 
electoral action absorbs all the party’s 
activity, and gives the impression that 
“this really is the main action for the 
achievement of communist goals” 
(Thesis 9), despite theoretical asser- 
tions to the contrary. Moreover, 


... i leads to an almost complete 
renunciation of any work of revo- 
lutionary organisation and 
preparation by giving the party 
organisation a technical charac- 
ter that stands in complete 
contradiction to the requirements 
of legal and illegal revolutionary 
work. (Thesis 9). 
Rejection of electoral work would also 
help to rid the Communist International 
of those Social Democratic reformists 
which had been carried into the Inter- 
national inside parties which had 
joined on a majority vote. Thesis 10 
made it clear that, without the removal 
of these elements, “the Communist In- 
ternational will not be able to carry out 
its historic role”. 


Finally, Thesis 11 points out that, in 
parliament, the debates are constrained 
to remain within boundaries which are 
acceptable to the institution itself, and 
are thus useless for the revolutionary 
cause. Success in parliamentary con- 


flicts can only be achieved by using 
“the principles on which the institu- 
tion bases itself and by using nuances 
in the rules, just as success in the elec- 
tion campaign will be judged more and 
more according to the number of votes 
and seats obtained” (Thesis 11). The- 
sis 11 concludes 


Every attempt by the Communist 
Parties to lend the practice of 
parliamentarism a totally different 
character will simply lead to a 
bankruptcy of the energies that 
will have to be sacrificed to this 
labour of Sisyphus. The cause of 
the communist revolution calls 
summarily for direct action 
against the capitalist system of the 
exploiters. 


The Theses Today 


| feeeees the communist abstention 
ist fraction ultimately withdrew their 
insistence in the question of absten- 
tionism. Thesis 10, which talks about 
abstentionism as such dividing the 
Communist International from social 
democracy, is mistaken. This dividing 
line was in the wrong place. As well as 
dividing communism from social de- 
mocracy, it also divided communists 
from communists! When the Commu- 
nist Party of Italy was formed it included 
genuine communists who still wanted 
to use parliament as a tribune (and many 
were in fact elected and remained in 
parliament until it was dissolved in the 
fascist dictatorship in 1926. Unlike the 
KAPD and the communist Left in Brit- 
ain the Italian communist left 
recognised that abstentionism is a 
question of tactics. This is why they 
did eventually form a Communist Party 
in Italy which opposed the decline of 
the Comintern. This task was aban- 
doned by the other left communist 
organisations and this weakened the 
impact of the Communist Left. Whilst 
the Italian Communists fought a long 
and losing battle against the decline 
of the Comintem it did give them the 
programmatic coherence to revive their 
organisation in the post Second World 
War. By contrast the abstentionists 
on principles dissolved into more and 
more divided sects from which little 
coherent legacy is left today. 


In some ways, though, the Theses on 
Parliamentarism wete ahead of their 
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time (the Italian working class had only 
had the vote since 1913). Today it is a 
tactic which is overwhelmingly so cor- 
rect that it is difficult , if not impossible 
to see when it could ever be aban- 
doned. “Revolutionary 
parliamentarism”, if it is by no means a 
“class line”, is today the last resort of 
opportunists and hypocrites. 


On a final historical note the absten- 
tionism of the Theses is based on the 
proximity of proletarian revolution and 
on the length of time the democratic 
order had existed in a country. What is 
the significance of the Theses today, 
when the revolution appears as distant 
as ever? And does the specificity of 
the argument to particular countries 
persist? 


To answer the second question first, 
we would say that this particular 
specificity belongs to the past. In the 
early years of the last century, the pos- 
sibility of the bourgeoisie coming to 
power in a particular country had al- 
most vanished, but awareness of this 
reality had not yet been achieved. It 
was vanishing because the bourgeoi- 
sie was almost everywhere, formally or 
not, already the ruling class. When a 
teal class revolution accompanies a 
revolution in political forms, it is pos- 
sible that the “entry of communists into 
the representative bodies, ..., can have 
a big influence on the development of 
events in order to bring about ... the 
final victory of the proletariat”, but, 
today, where the bourgeoisie is in 
power everywhere, political revolutions 
are motivated, at least in part, by the 
need to maintain bourgeois political 
domination over the proletariat, and 
any “constituent assembly” is part of 
that fraud. It is necessary that revolu- 
tionaries do their utmost to prevent 
working class action from being chan- 
nelled into that fraud. 


The same reason, the fact that democ- 
racy is the bourgeoisie’s first line of 
defence against the working class’s 
coming to consciousness, motivates 
the abstentionism of communists to- 
day. To rebuild a revolutionary 
consciousness among the working 
class, it is necessary that this class re- 
jects the idea that the bourgeoisie will 
allow its rule to be challenged through 
legal channels. On the contrary, these 
channels represent a diversion of the 
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Racism/Capitalist Elections 


Comment: 


Racism — A Weapon Against the 
Working Class 


N: sooner had the mainstream 
party leaders publicly signed up 
not to “exploit the race issue” in the 
forthcoming election than race ap- 
peared at the top of the political agenda. 
Predictably enough a little Englander 
Tory has “spoken up” against the idea 
of a ‘multicultural Britain’ and opened 
up a whole can of racist worms in the 
Conservative Patty. These are being 
seized on by the press as further 
‘proof’ that William Hague is not a 
‘firm’ leader, all part of the discrediting 
of the Tories by a ruling establishment 
that wants to see Blair and Labour back 
in office. 


Aside from the discrediting of the Con- 
servatives though, there is another 
game afovi relating to the issue itself. 
Nowadays it’s okay to acknowledge 
that we live in a capitalist world. But it 
is in the interests of the powers that be 
to keep the question of class division 
(and its overcoming) well off the politi- 
cal agenda. In this world of carefully 
orchestrated brainwashing by the me- 
dia the reality of class divided society 
which is fundamental to capitalism is 
being very deliberately set aside. Ap- 
parently Tony Blair only has to 
announce that the class struggle is 
over for it to be true. Today, it would 
appear, there is no longer any clash of 
interests between those who depend 


on a wage [or state handouts] in order 
to live and those who live very well off 
their investment capital, company prof- 
its, share bonuses and the like. We’re 
all supposed to be in the same boat, 
with our ‘stakeholder’ pensions based 
on stock market performances, our 
mortgages which have seemingly 
turned the majority of the working class 
into property owners, and our spend- 
ing power which shows that our real 
social weight is as consumers. 


Against this fairy-tale world of a capi- 
talism without a working class there is 
the harsh reality of most people’s lives. 
The endemic unemployment, despite 
the endless massaging of figures, train- 
ing schemes and working family credits 
to coerce people into appallingly low 
paid work; the longer and harder werk- 
ing hours (Britain’s workers work the 
longest in the EU) for miserable pay or 
the doubling up of part-time jobs to try 
and get together a family wage; the 
ever-diminishing health and welfare 
services; collapsing transport and ur- 
ban infrastructures; dilapidated, 
under-staffed and under-funded 
schools ... if anyone thinks for a minute 
that this situation shows that capital- 
ist society is a disaster, well forget it. 
The media and politicians will see to it 
that the issues are packaged and pre- 
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Continued from previous page 


class away from activity for its own 
interest. Only by the class learning to 
organise against, rather than through, 
the bourgeois state, can a revolution- 
ary situation once again arise. 


f this revolutionary situation seems 
long way off, it is nevertheless nec- 
essary to prepare for it. When it 
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appears, the class must be in a posi- 
tion to make use of it — it needs to be 
equipped with a party ready to propa- 
gandise for the struggle for a proletarian 
dictatorship and to take the organisa- 
tional lead in that struggle for workers’ 
councils. The IBRP is devoted to the 
creation of that party. 


EDL 


sented with quick fix ‘solutions’ that 
provide a scapegoat for the real culprit 
which is capitalism itself. The declin- 
ing health service is reduced to a matter 
of hospital waiting lists which are duly 
monitored while spending cuts con- 
tinue; the fact that few pupils from 
understaffed and under-resourced 
schools in the most destitute working 
class areas pass exams is reduced to a 
question ‘poorly performing’ teachers. 
The crumbling of a whole society is 
being disguised by platitudes about 
the breakdown of law and order, jar- 
gon about accountability which puts 
the onus on overworked individual 
workers to keep the system running. 
Above all, there are the carefully or- 
chestrated diversions which lay the 
blame anywhere except on the capital- 
ist system. 


Playing the Race Card 


S: with race and so-called national 
identity. Racism, ethnic differences 
and inter-communal discord are all no- 
toriously easy for governments and the 
ruling class in general to exploit as a 
means of dividing and ruling, of head- 
ing off a unified struggle of the 
exploited and diverting attention from 
the economic crisis. Faced with mas- 
sive - workers’ strikes and 
demonstrations in the ’80’s, Yugosla- 
via’s rulers preferred to play the racism 
and nationalism cards — with all the 
horrific consequences that have since 
ensued. All over the world, from Alge- 
ria to Indonesia to Zimbabwe, 
crisis-ridden governments and states 
are cynically encouraging the 
scapegoating of racial and ethnic 
groups in order to hold on to power. Of 
course, any comparison of the fair and 
decent British state’s handling of rac- 
ism with the brutal ‘ethnic cleansing’ 
of the Balkans or barbaric ex-colonies 


like Zimbabwe or Indonesia will be ve- 
hemently denied. 


The capitalist class here is not so des- 
perate as to be seeking pogroms. 
However, as we have said, it does not 
want to see a revival of class struggle. 
It is consequently ready to have work- 
ers’ minds focused on just about 
anything besides a collective struggle 
on their own account: sex, soaps, foot- 
ball, the national lottery, foot and 
mouth... and, despite the election pact, 
tace. The recent attack on a pensioner 
in Oldham by youths of Asian origin 
was quickly hailed as a “racial assault” 
in the press. “Get out of our area!” was 
blazoned across local papers. In fact 
the pensioner himself (“war hero” in 
the tabloid press) denied that there was 
a tacial motive. He said it was a straight- 
forward criminal mugging in an area of 
high youth unemployment and depri- 
vation. It was the local police who made 
up the quotes about “get out of our 
area” in order to justify their own rac- 
ist policing of the area for years. 


And what is the net effect of intermi- 
nable reports about a mounting backlog 
of ‘asylum seekers’ and floods of ‘ille- 
gal immigrants’ pouring into the 
country? Why does the media publi- 
cise so keenly any remark a politician 
might make on race? Why don’t strikes 
get the same sort of media attention as 
racist assaults? It would be naive to 
suggest that without media propa- 
ganda there would be no racism inside 
the working class or to deny that the 
social barbarism brought by the eco- 
nomic crisis has not also fuelled racism. 
The point is that the issue is one which 
it suits the bourgeoisie to dwell on: not 
just because it diverts workers from 
identifying capitalism as the problem 
but because it has the potential to di- 
vide worker against worker. So, while 
the likes of the Sun and the Express 
treat their readers to fabricated horror 
stories of immigrants jumping housing 
and benefit queues or whatever (when 
the real horror is for the asylum seek- 
ers sent to unfit housing in remote 
areas where the National Front is 
strongest), the ‘serious’ press are pro- 
moting ‘multiculturalism’. This 
schizophrenia is not accidental. The 
reactionary Tory press might demand 
action to prevent the British becoming 
a mongrel race (ignoring the uncom- 


fortable historical fact that the biggest 
mongrel invasion of these islands was 
by Germanic tribes of Angles and 
Saxons) but the boss class as a whole 
are quite happy to have illegal immi- 
grants in the workforce. After all illegal 
workers have no rights. On building 
sites around London or in potato fields 
in Lincolnshire workers from Eastern 
Europe earn a pittance compared with 
those who have legal rights. But the 
fact that they are prepared to work for 
such a pittance also reduces the over- 
all wage levels in Britain. This is just 
one more material root of racism but it 
also has the bosses laughing all the 
way to the bank. No wonder then that 
the mainstream of the bourgeoisie 
hypocritically condemn Tory right- 
wingers in the name of “multicultural 
Britain”. 


Multiculturalism — 
Divide and Rule 


TS is a convenient concept which, 
under the guise of ‘respect for 
other people’s way of life’, emphasises 
the permanence of the differences 
which could just as easily be applied 
to the concept of the ghetto. The Brit- 
isk State took it up in a big way after 
the riots of unemployed youth in 
Scuthall, Brixton, Toxteth, Bristol and 
other British cities at the beginning of 
the ’80’s. These were all labelled ‘race 
riots’ by the state and, on the advice 
of the Scarman report, funds were allo- 
cated to local authorities to dish out to 
‘ethnic minority’ community repre- 
sentatives charged with keeping their 
youth off the streets. Since then the 
multicultural Britain funding lobby has 
taken off in a big way (and plenty of 
little careers depend on it). With devo- 
lution we have now seen the official 
revival of the Welsh language, the pla- 
cating of Orangemen bigotry with 
messages on the right to retain their 
culture ... there seems no end to the 
diverse cultural identities workers are 
being encouraged to 
assume rather than rec- 
ognise the interests 
they share as a class. 
Racism in any form is 
anathema to commu- 
nists but racism 
disguised as its oppo- 
site and used as a 


and 


Racism 


deliberate ploy to get workers to put a 
spurious national identity before their 
own class interests is all the more ab- 
horrent. 


The world’s working class is nothing 
other than a class of migrant workers 
— the dispossessed of history who 
have had, and still have, no alternative 
but to find a means and whereabouts 
to sell their labour power. While the 
politicians debate whether and how 
much migrant workers have contributed 
to the ‘British way of life’, workers 
themselves might consider what the 
British way of life, or rather the British 
capitalist crisis, is doing for them. A 
serious pause for thought will only 
confirm what The Communist Mani- 
festo declared long ago: “Workers have 
no country”. Our cultural inheritance 
is a worldwide one, the sense of soli- 
darity, the collective recognition of our 
power to revolutionise the world, which 
once made the ruling classes tremble. 
This is what our rulers are trying to kill 
forever with their talk of race and cul- 
tural identity. 


E. Rayner 


Visit our websites: 
http://www.ibrp.org 


http://www.internationalist.net 
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Middle East 


The Middle East 


Still Imperialism’s Battleground 


TT Middle East is again in a state 
of acute crisis, a crisis which re- 
flects the contradictions and the 
problems of US imperialism in the re- 
gion. Since the Second World War this 
area has lurched from one crisis to the 
next. Though the national leaders have 
strutted the political stage making their 
speeches, launching wars or making 
peace and holding innumerable sum- 
mit meetings, the real actors have 
always been the imperialist powers. 
These powers through their economic 
and military strength are able to con- 
trol and manipulate their clients and the 
local politicians who represent them. 


The reason for the succession of cri- 
ses, which have engulfed this region, 
is that the area is one of vital interest 
to global capitalism and therefore an 
area of intense imperialist rivalry. It 
happens to be the largest oil producer 
and to have the largest deposits of oil 
in the world. Since the Second World 
War, oil has been the principal source 
of energy for capitalism and remains 
so today. It forms vital part of the life- 
blood of the system, and it is therefore 
no accident that this region has be- 
come the theatre for imperialist 
conflicts. These conflicts will not be 
ended until either oil becomes unim- 
portant for capitalism or the capitalist 
system of production is destroyed. We 
have written at length on the vital im- 
portance of the control of oil supplies 
and its transport routes in the pages of 
previous editions of our press and will 
not repeat the arguments here. We re- 
fer readers to Revolutionary 
Perspectives 17 “Oil and the new US 
economy”, and Internationalist Com- 
munist 18 “Control of the oil market in 
the epoch where finance dominates”. 
Here we simply restate the area’s im- 
portance for imperialism and illustrate 
the massive effort, which the imperial- 
ist powers have put into controlling 
this area and establishing client states 
with the following facts. Since 1950 the 
US has provided Israel, its principal 
client, with over $46bn in direct mili- 


tary grants and similar amounts were 
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previously committed by the USSR to 
Egypt, Syria and Iraq. Today the US 
supplies Israel with $1.92bn military aid 
together with $960m economic aid an- 
nually. The US’s second most 
important client, Egypt, a country 
which changed from being a Russian 
client to a US one in the ’70’s and 
signed a peace treaty with Israel in 
1979, receives $1.3bn in military aid and 
$735m in economic aid annually. Jor- 
dan, another US client, who like Egypt 
has signed a peace treaty with Israel, 
receives $225m. The US uses its other 
clients in the region, notably Saudi 
Arabia and Kuwait as bases to station 
its own troops. The US now has 21 000 
troops permanently stationed in its 
bases in the gulf, together with 30 na- 
val ships and 170 aircraft. In addition, 
it has stockpiled sufficient military 
equipment in its bases to enable it to 
be able to fit out an army in a matter of 
weeks. 


Imperialist power 
balance 


he context of the present crisis is, 

however, different from those of 
the past as the balance of imperialist 
forces has shifted. Since the collapse 
of the USSR in 1991 the US has been 
the only superpower and was thus able 
to dictate the course of events. US 
dominance was confirmed by the Gulf 
War and the following years saw it at- 
tempt to impose an American peace 
(Pax Americana). Initially it appeared 
as if thiS*attempt might work. The Pal- 
estinians, who had lost their Russian 
backers, were forced to turn to the US 
and under the 1993 Oslo accords aban- 
doned their aim of regaining the entire 
territory of Palestine, recognised the 
state of Israel and agreed to accept a 
future undefined mini-state. Jordan 
signed a peace treaty with Israel in 1994 
and discussions were started with 
Syria over the return of the Golan 
Heights. 


The key weakness of the Pax Ameri- 
cana was of course the settlement in 
Palestine, which had been fudged from 
the start. The state of Israel was cre- 
ated by the imperialist manoeuvres of 
the victors of World War 2, the US and 
Russia. This was part of a larger plan 
to eject the older and weaker imperial- 
ist powers, France and Britain, from the 
Middle East. Creating a state in a land 
where others were living meant terror- 
ising them off the land. The land of the 
present state of Israel is only in Israeli 
hands because Israeli settlers took it 
from Palestinians and expelled them by 
force. The Israelis were not therefore 
prepared to allow the return of refu- 
gees but, on the contrary, wanted to 
further settle and annex the occupied 
territories of the West Bank and Gaza, 
thus inevitably creating more refugees. 
The Palestinians demanded the night 
for refugees to return and the return of 
the territories occupied in 1967. For the 
Israeli ruling class the Oslo accords 
were a smoke screen behind which colo- 
nisation and annexation of the 
occupied territories could proceed. For 
the Palestinian rulers the ridiculous 
mini-state of the Oslo accords was a 
position from which they could not re- 
treat. The US tried to reconcile these 
positions but the breakdown of the 
Camp David summit in the last weeks 
of the Clinton presidency indicated it 
was simply impossible. The present 
low-level war or Intifada is the logical 
outcome of these contradictory posi- 
tions. It is a recognition that force has 
to be used to produce a new situation. 
For the present, Pax Americana has 
reached an impasse, and this has been 
recognised by the new US administra- 
tion in its adoption of a form of crisis 
management. 


Shockwaves of the 
Palestine crisis 
y | The present low level war in Pales 
tine is sending shock waves 


throughout the region and upsetting 
US interests elsewhere. It is particu- 


larly embarrassing for US client states 
since it gives room for the local politi- 
cal opponents. Arab nationalists and 
Islamicists are able to use the savage 
attacks on Palestinians by the Israelis 
to call for a break with the US. Through- 
out the Middle East there is a mass of 
wretched and downtrodden people, 3.6 
million Palestinian refugees, 14 million 
unemployed, millions only partly em- 
ployed and desperate peasantry, who 
will rally to such causes, which they 
see as a way of expressing their dis- 
content. 


Such mobilisations cannot be ignored 
by the national political leaders who 
are generally forced to make conces- 
sions to the popular anger they express 
by reaffirming their commitment to the 
Arab nation, the liberation of Palestine 
and Islam. There is therefore a ten- 
dency to Arab unity. An example of 
this is the recent rapprochement be- 
tween the PLO and Syria and that of 
Syria and Egypt with Iraq. 


US plays the Iraq card 
again 


r its part the US cannot ignore 
these popular movements either. 
The first act of the Bush administra- 
tion was to bomb Baghdad. This was a 
crude attempt to refocus Arab atten- 
tion on Iraq and to re-emphasise Arab 
divisions. This was, however, a clumsy 
move, which backfired in a number of 
ways. Firstly it gave Iraq an opening 
to present itself as the steadfast sup- 
porter of the Palestinians and common 
victim of US/Israeli aggression, and 
secondly it encouraged reconciliation 
of Arab regimes with Iraq and the ero- 
sion of the UN sanctions. The raid, 
which was of course illegal under bour- 
geois law, was branded as such by the 
Arab league and even the US’s strong- 
est gulf ally, Saudi Arabia, condemned 
it. The effect of the raid was thus the 
opposite of what was intended and 
caused the falling away of the last Arab 
members of the Gulf War coalition loyal 
to the US. 


The US attempts to re-emphasise Arab 
divisions have not, however, been en- 
tirely futile since these divisions do 
exist. It has succceded, during the tenth 
anniversary celebrations of the Gulf 
War, in presenting itself as the guaran- 


tor of peace in the Gulf. It has also 
signed a further 10-year pact with Ku- 
wait allowing it to keep its forces and 
bases in the country, for which the 
Kuwait state foots the bill. Also, at the 
Arab summit in Amman in March, the 
divisions over Iraq were unbridgeable 
and prevented a strong condemnation 
of US support for Israel, though a state- 
ment calling for the lifting of sanctions 
on Iraq was adopted. 


US defence of Israel 


n the longer term it has been quite 

impossible for the US to disguise its 
problems in Palestine and its support 
for Israel. In March, it was forced to 
veto a UN resolution on sending a UN 
protection force to the occupied terri- 
tories to protect Palestinians from the 
Israeli killings. This veto has compro- 
mised the US in Arab eyes and has 
been interpreted as giving the green 
light for Israel to continue its atroci- 
ties. This is not, of course, entirely 
correct and the US has ensured that 
the Israelis do not overstep certain lim- 
its. The US is a guarantor of the Oslo 
accords and is not prepared to see Is- 
rael tear them up at this stage. In April, 
for example, when Israeli tanks re-oc- 
cupied parts of Gaza, handed back 
under the Oslo accords, and an- 
nounced their intention to stay for as 
long as they liked, the US insisted on 
an immediate withdrawal. This is an 
indication that the US will not tolerate 
an Israeli annexation of these territo- 
ries and has not entirely given up ona 
return to the Oslo accords in some 
form. Israeli annexation might be able 
to take place in the context of a wider 
war, such as that of 1967, but a wider 
war in the Middle East is not in the US 
interests at present. This is because 
there are now no serious imperialist ri- 
vals to remove from the area and a war 
would give the US rivals the opportu- 
nity to undermine the US position. It 
for this reason that the US warned Is- 
rael not to escalate the situation after it 
attacked a Syrian radar station in Leba- 
non in April. 


Challenges to US 
domination 


he US is, however, facing chal 
lenges from its rivals. It is signifi- 


Middle East 


cant that the Palestinian leadership is 
trying to draw the European Union 
(EV) into its negotiations with Israel. 
The latest meeting between Palestin- 
ian Authority (PA) officials and the 
Israeli foreign minister Peres, which 
took place in Athens in early April, 
were arranged by the EU. The EU is 
aiding the PA and European capital is 
actually going into the occupied terri- 
tories. Larger quantities of EU aid are 
going into the Arab countries sur- 
rounding Israel. The EU has recently 
called on Israel to release the Palestin- 
ian Authority’s taxes, which it is 
withholding, and has threatened to 
suspend Israel’s preferential trade as- 
sociation with the EU and to suspend 
scientific and technological coopera- 
tion. The EU also wishes to end the 
embargo on Iraq and get its hands on 
Iraqi oil and it is significant that after 
the US raid on Baghdad France de- 
manded an explanation. 


Challenges to US imperialism are also 
shown by developments in Iran. The 
Clinton administration tried to open up 
direct talks with the Iranian leadership, 
but nothing came of this, and the Bush 
team has renewed the US trade em- 
bargo. The EU, Japan, China and Russia 
are all busily investing in Iranian oil 
exploitation. Japan, for example, has just 
signed a $3bn deal to exploit the 
Azedegan field, and part of this deal is 
that Iran is to provide Japan with crude 
oil for 11 years! Iran itself has just 
signed a security agreement with Saudi 
Arabia and is considering supplying 
both Saudi Arabia and Kuwait with 
water via pipelines across the Gulf. It 
is clear that the US policy of isolation 
of Iran is being seriously undermined. 
Iran is also rebuilding its armed forces 
and, according to the US, is spending 
$7bn over the next 5 years doing this. 
Russia has signaled her re-entry into 
the Middle East by abrogating a 1995 
Russian/US agreement, which pre- 
vented it supplying arms to Iran. Putin 
announced in March that Russia 
would supply missiles and other weap- 
ons to Tehran and would resume work 
on a Russian supplied nuclear power 
station at Bushehr on the Gulf. Russia 
and Iran have a common interest not 
only in undermining US interests in the 
Middle East but also in the Caucasus 
to the north, which is also a major oil 
supplying area and another battle- 
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ground for imperialism. The Russian 
moves have drawn sharp protests from 
the US. 


The present crisis is providing oppor- 
tunities for other powers in the region 
and is therefore dangerous for the US. 
It is clear US imperialism’s policy is 
undergoing a crisis and is need of revi- 
sion. The recommendations of a draft 
report of the energy task force, chaired 
by the vice president Cheney, who is 
the real force behind US foreign policy, 
which proposes the lifting of sanctions 
against Iran, Iraq and Libya indicates 
that such a revision is being studied. 
The principal areas in which the US 
‘dominance is being challenged are Pal- 
estine and Iraq, and developments in 
these areas will be considered in more 
detail below. 


Intifada: last card of the 
Palestinian bourgeoisie 


ince the Oslo agreement of 1993, 

Arafat has always argued that he 
tepresented the moderate wing of Pal- 
estinian nationalism. If the Israelis 
could not accommodate his moderate 
demands, he argued, he would be 
swept away, and the whirlwind of radi- 
cal nationalism, whose representatives 
he had imprisoned, would engulf the 
occupied territories. In effect this was 
the last card which Arafat could play 
and he played it in October 2000. Of 
course, Arafat has no intention of be- 
ing swept away by his political 
opponents and has done his best to 
retain control of the situation. Al- 
though the imprisoned leaders of 
Hamas, Islamic Jihad etc. have been 
released, the principal agents of the 
fighting appear to be Arafat’s own 
forces such as Tanzim and Force 17. 
The previous /ntifada, which lasted 
from ’87 to ’93, led to the Oslo peace 
accords, and there can be little doubt 
that he hopes the present Intifada will 
lead to new peace agreement — pre- 
sumably an improvement on the terms 
rejected at Camp David. 


As we pointed out in RP20! radical na- 
tionalism is an expression of the 
Palestinian petty bourgeoisie of the 
occupied territories, but it has the abil- 
ity to attract broad layers of the 
Palestinian masses into its ranks. This 
is because of the desperate material 
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conditions of the Palestinian workers 
whose conditions are now worse than 
at any time since 1967. Unemployment 
is now 50%, and with the territories 
under siege large sections of the Pal- 
estinian masses are literally the 
“wretched of the earth,” and form a rich 
recruiting ground for the radical bour- 
geois movements. 


The actual violence and protests have 
been directed principally at the Israeli 
army in occupied or divided areas and 
at the settlements and settlers. This 
violence appears to be largely control- 
led by the PA’s forces. The attacks 
within Israel itself are conducted by the 
radical nationalist groups such as 
Hamas, whose aim is to regain the 
whole of Palestine, not just the occu- 
pied territories. 


Israeli intentions 


s has been mentioned above the 
haron government aims to set- 

tle and annex the occupied territories 
and this will entail a fresh expulsion of 
many Palestinians. Sharon has with- 
drawn all offers made by the previous 
government and announced that Israel 
will not evacuate a single settlement. 
“The settlements,” he declared in an 
interview with Ha’ aretz newspaper in 
April, “guard the birthplace of the Jews 
and grant us strategic depth to protect 
our existence.” There are now 7000 set- 
tlers in Gaza, 200 000 in the West Bank 
and a further 180 000 in occupied East 
Jerusalem, and the settlement building 
continues. After becoming prime min- 
ister Sharon announced plans for a 
further 7000 Israeli homes in occupied 
East Jerusalem. Sharon is also on record 
as having stated that “Jordan is Pales- 
tine,” which can only mean that he 
considers Palestinians should be liv- 
ing in Jordan. The Israeli state is 
well-praCtised in clearing Palestinians 
off their land. It has perfected the meth- 
ods pioneered by the colonial powers 
such as open violence, appropriation 
of common Jand, punitive taxation and 
legislation to do this. Before the crea- 
tion of the state of Israel, the Zionists 
owned 6.6% of the land, which was to 
become Israel. After the war in 1948 
they owned 78%. Before the war of 1967 
they owned no land in Gaza or the West 
Bank, now 83% of the West bank 
and 40% of Gaza and a large part of 


East Jerusalem are in their hands. There 
are also material reasons why Israel 
needs to keep these lands the most 
important of which is that 50% of the 
country’s water now comes from areas 
outside the 1967 boundaries. The con- 
sistent colonising of the occupied 
territories, which has been carried out 
by ail Israeli governments, indicates the 
true intentions of the Israeli bourgeoi- 
sie. 


Israeli repression 


RE the Israeli bourgeoisie force is 
an essential part of its method of 


imposing its plans on the Palestinians. 
The savage repression of the Israeli 
army is daily reported in the bourgeois 
press. Since the start of the Intifada 
almost 500 people have been killed, all 
but 43 of these were Palestinians and 
the majority of these were children. The 
Israelis have not hesitated to use artil- 
lery and tanks, helicopter gunships and 
poison gas (Sarin)? against the Pales- 
tinians. In addition the usual Israeli 
methods of assassinations, 
kidnappings, demolition of houses and 
collective punishments have been sys- 
tematically carried out. Palestinian 
resistance has been met with brutal re- 
prisals. The scraps of land, which have 
been given back to the, have been di- 
vided up and placed under siege. 
Workers are prevented from going to 
work in Israel or even from crossing 
from one Palestinian patch to another. 
Supplies are prevented from coming in 
and similarly exports are stopped. This 
has led to an additional 300 000 unem- 
ployed since the Intifada began. All 
this is to put pressure on the PA to 
force it to capitulate. 


The Israeli bourgeoisie holds the PA 
responsible for the Intifada and is try- 
ing to engineer its collapse. The siege 
prevents it exercising authority over the 
scraps of Jand it nominally controls and 
at the same time reduces its local in- 
come as the economy grinds to a halt. 
In addition the Israelis are withholding 
approximately $500 million of taxes 
which they collect in Israel on behalf 
of the PA. The PA has approxi- 
mately 100 000 employees and is unable 
to pay them. It is at present kept func- 
tioning by grants from the Arab states, 
which are supplying $40m per month. 
The Amman summit of the Arab 


League pledged $1bn for the support 
of the PA. 


While the Israeli government is correct 
in seeing the PA as orchestrating the 
Intifada, if the PA were destroyed the 
radical wing of Palestinian nationalism 
would probably gain contro! and they 
themselves would have implemented 
Arafat’s threat. This would lead to ar- 
eas being controlled by local warlords 
and a much higher level of violence. 
This would give Israel the opportunity 
to reoccupy the areas at present under 
PA control and to expel the resistance. 
At present the US does not appear to 
be prepared to accept this and US am- 
bassador to Israel, Indyke, warned the 
Israeli government against causing the 
collapse of the PA and “Risking an 
even bigger explosion”?. 


While the Intifada is damaging Israel, 
its affect on the Palestinians is much 
more severe and it cannot be sustained 
in the long term. Nor can the Intifada 
be converted into a slow war of attri- 
tion, such as defeated the Israelis in 
Lebanon. Israel with its crushing mili- 
tary superiority, is unlikely to make the 
concessions needed to bring about a 
fresh round of negotiations unless 
compelled to do so by the US, on the 
contrary, the Israelis would dearly like 
to resolve the issue by force. While a 
resolution by Israeli military force can- 
not be excluded it is unlikely because 
it would jeopardise the position of US 
imperialism throughout the area. The 
Palestinians, on the other hand, will 
find it hard to accept worse terms than 
they rejected at Camp David in Janu- 
ary. At the time of writing, Egypt and 
Jordan, the US front-line clients, have 
put forward a plan for ending the vio- 
lence and having talks about talks and 
this is being pursued. It appears likely 
that the talks will lead to some vague 
agenda and creeping settlement and 
annexation of the occupied territories 
will continue. This will represent an- 
other long-term defeat for Palestinian 
nationalism. Such a defeat is, however, 
likely to give the US rivals the oppor- 
tunity to take an increasingly strong 
stand against Israel and so support 
their position in the Arab countries 
where oil and the major opportunities 
for trade and investment opportunities 
exist. 


Only way forward for 
workers 


hat we are witnessing in Pales 

tine is a clash of bourgeois in- 
terests. A battle for land, for water and 
for the right to exploit the Palestinian 
working class is being fought out un- 
der the ideology of nationalism within 
a wider framework of global imperialist 
struggle. The working class as a politi- 
cal force is absent form all this. On both 
sides workers are being used as can- 
non fodder and their blood is being 
spilt for causes which cannot possibly 
benefit them. Although the Palestin- 
ian workers are more downtrodden 
than their Israeli class brothers, this is 
simply part of the deception, which the 
bourgeoisie uses the world over to di- 
vide workers against each other and 
get them to fight for bourgeois causes. 
Exactly the same divisions were used 
in apartheid South Africa to mobilise 
white workers behind the cause of 
Afrikaner nationalism and black work- 
ers behind African nationalism. The 
disastrous consequences of workers 
accepting these divisions can be seen 
today * Palestinian workers receive ap- 
proximately one third of the wages of 
their Israeli counterparts, no healthcare, 
no insurance, etc. These are the pow- 
erful divisions, which are used to get 
workers to fight each other. The Israeli 
bourgeoisie delights in exploiting the 
Palestinian workers at starvation wages 
and wants this to continue for as long 
as possible. In fact all workers of the 
region have a common interest in 
standing together and opposing their 
common exploitation by 
capitalism whatever its 
nationality. For workers 
to kill each other for bour- 
geois nationalism can 
only postpone the day 
wken they do stand to- 
gether as a class, and this 
can only benefit the 
bourgeoisie. 


As we wrote in RP20 the 
only way forward for the 
workers of Palestine is 


To start to pose the 
idea of class against 
class. 
For this to occur it is nec- 
essary for the communist 
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programme to raise its head once more 
in Palestine. It is necessary to bring 
about the unity of the Palestinian and 
Israeli workers against the Israeli 
bosses and the Palestinian junior part- 
ners. This can only happen if there is a 
coherent organisation fighting for it. 
The birth of a nucleus of a proletarian 
political party in the area is an urgent 
task. The IBRP exists to assist in the 
creation of such a nucleus and we call 
on those who are in political agreement 
with the political perspectives ex- 
pressed above to contact the IBRP and 
start the difficult work of forming a real 
proletarian political party in this region. 


Notes 


1 RP20 “Palestinian Workers Die for Bourgeois 
Nationalism” 


2 Arab Times 26/02/01. (All Israel's chemicals for 
riot contro! are supplied by the US) 


3 Arab Times 3/3/01 


4 See RP14 “National Liberation in Africa” and "South 
Africa — Bourgeois Democracy at Last.” 
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Iraq — The Horrific Price of 


t is now over 20 years since the start 

f the Iran/Iraq war and 10 years 
since the Gulf War. In this period Iraq 
has suffered over a million deaths in 
war and over 3 million crippled, a fur- 
ther 2 million have died through 
malnutrition or lack of medicine caused 
by the UN sanctions. The country has 
been economically devastated and 
masses of its population have been 
forced abroad. Events on this scale 
don’t happen because one madman 
gets control of a government, rather 
they express the violent nature of 
the system under which we live, and 
the savagery of its imperialist drive. 
Politicians like Saddam Hussein are 
pawns of imperialism and if it wasn’t 
Saddam it would be someone else. 
Although Saddam has changed his 
master from time to time, he has al- 
ways been a tool of imperialism. 
Contrary to what we are told he has 
been most useful to the US in the 
past and remains so today. 


The Iran/Iraq war, which lasted for 8 
years and caused death on the 
scale of the First World War, was 
instigated by US imperialism. 
Saddam, who in 1980 was the 
trusted ally of the US, was told to 
attack Iran and that he could take 
the Shatt Al Arab waterway and the 
oilfields of Khuzestan. This was a 
strategy to weaken Iran and restore 
US influence over it, which had been 
lost in the 1979 overthrow of the Shah’s 
regime. Ten years later when the US 
wished to weaken Iraq and station its 
own forces in the gulf it encouraged 
him to invade Kuwait. This war gave 
them the opportunity to directly sta- 
tion their forces in the area. 


US strategy in the Gulf 


S imperialism is now directly 
militarily involved in the affairs of 
the Gulf. Before the Gulf War the US 
relied on its clients to do its dirty work 
but this has now changed. Instead of 
relying on Iran, and Jater Iraq, to fight 
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its wars, the US now has its own forces 
permanently stationed in the area, and 
it is using them continuously. Every 
day the US airforce bombs Iraq and its 
navy patrols the Gulf to arrest unau- 
thorised Iraqi oil exports. 


After the Gulf War, the US policy for 
the area was to weaken Iraq and iso- 
late both of its previous clients, Iran 
and Iraq. Iraq was to be weakened by 
dividing it into 3 zones, with the US 
controlling the airspace in the north- 


MISSILES 


‘It’s programmed to ignore 
international law’ 


ern and southern zones, it was to be 
disarmed and sanctions were to be ap- 
plied. The US policy was to keep Iraq 
weak bu®to retain the Saddam regime 
so that the presence of US forces in 
Kuwait and Saudi Arabia could be jus- 
tified. Contrary to what the US says it 
is quite happy with the Saddam regime 
and this is the reason its efforts to re- 
move it have been so feeble. Nor does 
the US want a complete collapse of 
Iraqi central authority, which could lead 
to the break up of Iraq with the likely 
outcome of Turkey seizing the Kurdish 
north and Iran seizing the Shiite south. 
This would lead to massive instability 


in the whole region. They want Iraq 
weak but still a potential threat, like a 
beaten dog which still snarls. The sanc- 
tions have been an essential part of 
this policy. 


Crumbling sanctions 


S addam is now trying to sell himself 

and, of course, Iraq to the US’s ri- 

vals in the Area. He has resumed 

co-operation with Russia over oil ex- 

traction, and is making overtures to the 
EU suggesting fat contracts could 
be in store, and has made gestures 
such as demanding that he is paid 
for all oil sold under the UN regime 
in Euros. All this can only be a prel- 
ude to more devastation of Iraq by 
imperialism as the struggle devel- 
ops. These manoeuvres have, 
however, started to weaken the 
stranglehold in which US imperial- 
ism holds the country. 


The UN sanctions have indeed 
kept Iraq weak and at a terrible price, 
but in the last year they have started 
to crumble. There can be little doubt 
that the Palestinian Jntifada and the 
brutal Israeli response have con- 
tributed greatly to this crumbling. 
US clients are breaking ranks on 
these sanctions. All the Arab re- 
gimes bordering Israel, who fear 
Israeli attack, have now restored re- 
lations with Iraq and are helping her 
to avoid sanctions. The Arab League 
conference in Amman in March issued 
a call for the lifting of sanctions. The 
US’s imperialist rivals, the EU, Russia 
and China also favour the ending of 
sanctions for theit own imperialist rea- 
sons. The Gulf War coalition has now 
completely collapsed with only Britain 
reluctantly supporting the US. It is clear 
that sanctions will collapse unless they 
are altered or withdrawn. 


The extent to which the sanctions are 
crumbling can be seen from the follow- 
ing statistics. Last year Iraq 
earned $1bn from oil sales outside the 


UN control. She also eared $2bn from 
discounting UN sold oil to the big oil 
companies in return for secret pay- 
ments outside UN control. Trade 
between Iraq and Arab countries has 
increased enormously and was $6.2bn 
in 2000. Syria has reopened its oil pipe- 
line to Iraq and is receiving 100 000 
barrels per day, and oil is being ex- 
ported by road to Jordan, Turkey and 
Iran. Iraq is rebuilding its oil terminal at 
Khor al Amaya in the Gulf, which the 
US destroyed in the Gulf War, in order 
to export oil in greater volumes. Egypt 
and Syria have established a free trade 
zone with Iraq which came into force in 
April and which will deal a further blow 
to the sanctions. Other states have in- 
dicated their intention to break the 
embargo. Turkey, for example aims to 
boost its trade to $2.5bn annually, 
which represents pre-Gulf War levels. 
The air embargo on Iraq has disinte- 
grated with many flights being made 
without UN authorisation, and Syna 
has established a regular service to 
Baghdad. 


Iraq and the 
Palestinians 


raq has used the Palestinian crisis to 
| Bisa itself as the defender of their 
struggle and common victim of US and 
Israeli aggression. The Saddam regime 
has pledged 1 billion Euros, to support 
the Intifada despite its own difficul- 
ties. (For Saddam, Euros are the 
currency of oil.) It also attempted to 
send a food convoy to the occupied 
territories though the Israelis would not 
allow this. These gestures have found 
an echo in the radical Palestinian na- 
tionalism and Saddam’s portrait is often 
carried on their demonstrations. This 
occurs not only in the occupied terri- 
tories but also in Jordan. 


Smart sanctions 
T™ US is attempting a modification 
to) 


f the present sanctions regime 
and has floated some new ideas about 
what it calls smart sanctions. From what 
has been suggested these appear to 
be a tightening of the present sanc- 
tions rather than a relaxation. They 
involve more US/UN control of oil 
sales, US/UN control of land border 
crossing points, inspection of all air- 


craft before flights to Iraq, etc, etc. In 
return for co-operation with these 
measures the bordering states are to 
be provided with cheap oil which the 
US will order Saudi Arabia and Kuwait 
to supply. It appears that such a new 
sanctions regime is unlikely to be 
agreed since many Arab states will 
oppose it and would only agree if the 
US forced Israel to make concessions 
in Palestine and on the return of the 
Golan Heights. Also it will be opposed 
by the US rivals, the EU, Russia and 
China. 


It is therefore going to be difficult for 
the US to prevent Iraq strengthening 
itself economically, ending the air ex- 
clusion zones and re-arming. The 
position of US imperialism is weak and 
offers opportunities to its rivals. Rus- 
sia has agreed to boost co-operation 
with Iraq in the oil sector and is known 
to be keen to resume military supplies. 
France and many other EU members 
are keen to end sanctions and begin 
exploitation of Iraqi oil. The US is con- 
sidering a strategic retreat on sanctions 
as recommended in the Cheney energy 
report mentioned above. 


The price of imperialism 


hatever move the US makes next 

it is clear that the Gulf will re- 
main a battlefield for imperialism. The 
US, which now has its forces perma- 
nently stationed in the Gulf, will not 
hesitate to use them. 


The terrible price of imperialism’s 
bloody struggles to control oil produc- 
tion and supply routes is being paid 
by the local populations. As has been 
said above these struggles are the di- 
rect result of the capitalist system of 
production and cannot 
be ended as long as the 
system persists. Under 
communism the world’s 
resources would be 
shared on the basis of 
need and its economy 
would be developed to 
an agreed plan based on 
the needs of the world’s 
population. But, to get 
to communism, capital- 
ism must be destroyed. 
This can only be done 
by a working class con- 


Traq 


scious of its real interests, a working 
class, which has rejected the frauds of 
nationalism. As in Palestine, it is nec- 
essary to show that the fundamental 
divisions in society are class ones and 
the fundamental battle is one of class 
against class. As in Palestine, the first 
step on this road is the formation of a 
communist nucleus and the revival of 
the communist programme. 
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Class Consciousness 


Class Consciousness and Working 
Class Political Organisations 


Part One: Idealism and Bourgeois Materialism 


fe issue of “consciousness” is one 
of the most important for the work- 
ing class and for revolutionaries. 
Behind it lies the really big questions 
such as “how can capitalism be de- 
stroyed?”. Some, impatient to bring 
about the end of a system which has 
plainly outlived its usefulness for the 
vast majority of humanity, have even 
despaired of the fight because “the 
working class has been bought off” or 
because “capitalist control of the me- 
dia is so complete that workers can 
easily be fooled into accepting capital- 
ist ideas”. Others, like the Bordigists, 
will argue that the only way in which 
the proletariat actually exists as a class 
is if it forms a political party which is 
the sole expression of its revolution- 
ary consciousness. Still others (and 
these seem to be a growing band to- 
day), believe the whole question of 
revolution will be posed without wor- 
rying about revolutionary 
consciousness at all. For them revolu- 
tion is basically a spontaneous issue. 
It is our aim to address these, and other, 
issues here, but, to do so, we need to 
first remind ourselves how the whole 
issue of consciousness arose. 


Consciousness in 
general 


deas do not come from nowhere. The 

ource of ideas, or consciousness, 
has occupied the ideologists of class 
society for thousands of years. For 
them the great problem was the dis- 
tinction between mind and matter, 
between the animal bodies of human 
beings and their capacity for abstract 
thought. In ancient society, particularly 
in Ancient Athens, philosophers like 
Plato and Aristotle saw ideas as being 
“jnnate”, only being brought into the 
light of day by thought. For them the 
teal world was the world of ideas and 
the material world contained only shad- 
Ows or partial reflections of these 
ideas. The material world was thus a 
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secondary world dependent on the 
world of ideas, and without the world 
of ideas the material world would not 
exist at all. By studying the shadows 
and reflections in the secondary mate- 
tial world the wise man can come to 
know the world of ideas or the real 
world. Consciousness of the real world 
is attainable only to the philosophers 
who can undertake this study, the re- 
mainder of mankind are deceived by 
the world of shadows and conse- 
quently have false consciousness. It 
was no accident that such an idea was 
developed by a leisured class in a so- 
ciety where slaves did all the work and 
where labour was seen as something 
close to animal activity. 


Bilan 
& 


Perspectives 


These Greek aristocrats are the earliest 
of what we would call the “idealists”. 
For them, ideas have an existence in- 
dependent of human activity and are 
the prime motive of all historical 
change. In some ways, this idealism 
was an advance on the Jater Christian 
philosophers of the feudal period such 
as Thomas Aquinas. He re-interpreted 
Aristotle’s world-view for the spread- 
ing Christian Church. He placed the 
Judaeo-Christian God (rather than The 
One in Greek philosophy) as the fount 
of human consciousness. For the 
Christians our thoughts belonged to 
the soul which departed the animal 
body after death. Long before the ad- 
vent of Christianity, humanity, as a 
species that is aware that it is aware, 
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came to explain that awareness by dis- 
covering something outside itself in 
religion. Religion, throughout most of 
human history, was a substitute for 
science. Or as Marx put it in the Eco- 
nomic and Philosophic Manuscripts 
of 1844 


The gods in the beginning are not 
the cause but the effect of man’s 
intellectual confusion. 
op.cit, [Lawrence and Wishart, 1959, 
p82} 


Throughout the Middle Ages, author- 
ity rather than reason became the 
doctrine of the Christian Church. Na- 
ture was external to human beings 
(alienated from them in philosophical 
terms) and this could not be fully un- 
derstood by them as it was God-given. 
It was only under the impetus of the 
scientific revolution, which was predi- 
cated on the early development of 
capitalism, that this approach began to 
break down. The Copernican revolu- 
tion overturned the Biblical and 
Ptolemaic understanding of the cos- 
mos. This in turn opened up the way 
for crude materialist philosophy. This 
took several forms from the rational- 
ism of Descartes (who came up with 
ideas only using reason — he boasted 
he made his best leaps in knowledge in 
bed!) to the empiricism of Bacon who 
had the merit of understanding that the 
world was a product of humanity’s 
material existence. Bacon was the fa- 
ther of modern English empiricism in 
that he argued that what could not be 
proved by immediate experiment was 
unscientific. The same type of vulgar 
materialism can be found in the works 
of Thomas Hobbes and John Locke. 
Locke, both in science and politics, 
upheld the rule of law. For him scien- 
tists like Newton who systematised 
whole branches of knowledge (like 
physics and mechanics), gave new 
laws to explain the order of the uni- 
verse. For Locke, the English “Glorious 
Revolution” of 1688-9 brought the 
same spirit of law and order to British 
society after the turbulence of the Civil 
War and Commonwealth. There was lit- 
tle room for the supernatural in either 
Newton’s or Locke’s view of the world, 
a fact which brought them both criti- 
cism from the established Church. Not 
surprisingly this initial bourgeois ma- 
terialism developed strongest in 


Britain, a country where capitalism and 
industrialism was already advancing 
rapidly. It was to remain so fora further 
century. Thus, “The summit of eight- 
eenth century science was materialism” 
(Engels, The Position of England in 
the Eighteenth Century). This was 
certainly an advance since it estab- 
lished the fundamental basis of the 
materialist world outlook that: All con- 
sciousness is derived from the material 
world and experience of this world. 


But, whilst this materialism was op- 
posed to the spiritual subjectivism of 
religion, it could not seriously chal- 
lenge it. This was due to several 
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reasons which can only be dealt with 
schematically here. In the first place, 
the rising bourgeoisie tended to see 
human nature as a constant that had 
not changed throughout history. They 
equated the rise in science and reason 
to something that was inevitable since 
they could not fully understand that it 
was the rise of a new mode of produc- 
tion dominated by themselves which 
had helped to precipitate it. Similarly, 
they viewed human beings simply as 
disconnected atoms. Thus they saw 
consciousness as being just about the 
individual as such and not about the 
tole of the individual in society. This 
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was why they were fascinated by the 
story of Alexander Selkirk, who lived 
for years on a desert island, and which 
was immortalised in Daniel Defoe’s 
Robinson Crusoe. All theit works on 
economic behaviour started from this 
very bourgeois figure (who even has a 
manservant miraculously provided to 
do the labour!), as if it was an accurate 
explanation of how humanity had ar- 
rived at capitalism. Marx dismissed 
these fantasies as “Robinsonades” in 
his later writings. As to religion, the 
British could only throw up a sceptic 
like David Hume who argued that mod- 
em science had shown that we could 
not be sure about anything. The con- 
clusion was that there probably was a 
God but as we could not communicate 
with him then we should live life as 
though he did not exist! A major prob- 
lem for the bourgeoisie was that 
religion had a social function. As Na- 
poleon brutally put it in 1802 “Simple 
people need religion”. How would the 
masses respect morality if it was not 
for the restraints of religion? 


The French Revolution, when “the 
people” turned into the “mob”, drove 
the British bourgeoisie back to support 
for Church and King against the “god- 
less French”. The demands of social 
order demanded that science line up 
with the ruling class as expressed in 
Humphrey Davy’s introductory dis- 
course at the Royal Institution in 1802: 


The unequal division of property 
and of labour, the difference of 
rank and conditions amongst 
mankind, are the sources of power 
in civilised life, its moving causes 
and its very soul. 
Quoted in J.D. Bernal, Science in 
History, Vol.2 (Pelican, 1969), p540 
A perfect illustration that there is no 
separating science from society. No 
wonder they bricked up the door to the 
public gallery so that “rude mechan- 
ics” could not get in to hear it! 


But the same French Revolution which 
led to the victory of Tory reaction in 
Britain had the opposite effect in the 
German-speaking world. 


The defeat of idealism 


[ Germany, a series of over 360 sepa 
ate feudal and semi-feudal states 
until Napoleon defeated the Prussians 
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at Jena in 1806, idealist philosophy re- 
mained the dominant force in ruling 
class thinking. As Marx dubbed it, it 
was “the German ideology”. And the 
dominant figure in this idealist world 
was G.W.F. Hegel. Hegel was in many 
ways a contradictory thinker. Influ- 
enced by the drama of the French 
Revolution, and even more directly by 
the Napoleonic conquests of Europe 
(Hegel himself witnessed the arrival of 
this “world historic spirit” in Jena), 
Hegel recognised that human History 
was not unchanging and that it had to 
be based on reality. 


What is actual is necessary in 
itself. Necessity consists in this, 
that the whole is sundered into the 
different concepts and that this 
divided whole yields a fixed and 
permanent determinacy. However 
this is not fossilised determinacy 
but one which permanently recre- 
ates itself in its dissolution. 
G. Hegel Philosophy of Right (Oxford 
1942 p.283) 
What Hegel gives us is a mechanism 
to understand change (the dialectic) 
and even a recognition that this must 
be rooted in reality. For Hegel though, 
reality only became real when philoso- 
phers recognise it in what he called 
“absolute spirit”. This was a actually a 
cover for God. Hegel’s argument was 
that as man pursued his quest for un- 
derstanding he would logically arrive 
at the Absolute or union with God. For 
Hegel the purpose of reason was to 
understand the mind of God. It had no 
concrete results. 


Die Philosophie ist in der tat 
Gottesdienst. [Philosophy is, in 
fact, in the service of God] 
or, as he put it in another famous pas- 
sage 


Philosophy comes too late to 
teach the world what it should be 
... The owl of Minerva only flies 
when dusk has fallen. 

Preface to Rechtsphilosophie 


But despite Hegel, ideas do have prac- 
tical consequences. To argue that the 
purpose of thinking is merely to articu- 
late what actually exists is to rationalise 
the status quo. Thus he ended by ar- 
guing (in post-Napoleonic Germany), 
that the Absolute ideal was the already 
existing Prussian State and Church. In 
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doing this, he not only did violence to 
his own ideas on historical change, but 
also split his followers. It was the de- 
bate on the legacy of Hegel which 
coincided with the development of 
capitalism and the bourgeoisie in Ger- 
many. And given the state of 
censorship at the period in which 
Metternich, the Austrian Chancellor 
crushed all liberal and national move- 
ments in German-speaking lands 
(through the German Bund formed in 
1815), the debate was fought out in the 
obscure language of philosophy. 


Most of Hegel’s critical followers, the 
young Hegelians, were rooted out of 
the universities after the accession of 
Frederick William IV in 1840. This in- 
cluded Marx’s own mentor Bruno Bauer 
and thus Marx himself. Marx now 
turned away from the academic to jour- 
nalism. As a contributor, and later, 
editor, of the Rheinische Zeitung after 
1841, Marx admitted that it was an im- 
portant step on the road to his 
acceptance of communist ideas and 
what we now call historical material- 
ism. 


I experienced for the first time the 
embarrassment of having to take 
part in discussions on so-called 
material interests. 
Preface to his Contribution to the 
Critique of Political Economy (1843) 


First though he had to settle accounts 
with his philosophical past. His experi- 
ence of the conditions of the working 
class (as seen in his article on the “De- 
bate on the Law on the Thefts of 
Timber” in October 1842) itself sharp- 
ened his attack not only on Hegel but 
also on his followers. 


This was not something that occurred 
overnight. Marx was never content with 
the superficial (hence why Capital 
took nearly two decades in its gesta- 
tion!). He had studied Hegel very 
carefully, and had initially tried to re- 
ject Hegel’s thinking altogether, but, 
after intense study, he had succumbed 
to the powerful dialectical method 
Hegel employed. However, when he 
too realised the implications of Hegel’s 
ideas, he joined the Young Hegelians 
who were beginning to criticise the 
master’s thinking. Marx, however, soon 
began to diverge from them too, since 
they accepted Hegel’s idealist concep- 
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tion of the dominance of ideas over 
teality. When Ludwig Feuerbach, in his 
“Preliminary Theses for the Reform of 
Philosophy” criticised Hegel’s method 
as a “mystification” and put real flesh 
and blood human beings rather than 
God at the centre of philosophy, Marx 
enthusiastically greeted his work. 
However, even Feuerbach’s material- 
ism did not fully satisfy Marx’s own 
developing views. In 1843, Marx was 
not yet a communist and was collabo- 
rating with Arnold Ruge on the 
Deutsch-Franzosische Jahrbucher. 
Marx’s second contribution to this was 
his “Introduction to the Critique of 
Hegel’s Philosophy of Law”. He starts 
this article by announcing once again 
the debt of German philosophers to 
Feuerbach. 


For Germany the criticism of 

religion has been essentially 

completed and criticism of reli- 

gion is the premise of all criticism. 
But then he goes on to say that reli- 
gion does not arise as a “false 
consciousness” as Feuerbach has it. 
Religion arises because of the ways in 
which human beings have hitherto or- 
ganised their social and political 
existence. 


The basis of irreligious criticism 
is: man makes religion, religion 
does not make man. But man is not 
an abstract being squatting out- 
side the world. Man is the world of 
man, the state, society. This state 
and this society produce religion, 
which is an inverted conscious- 
ness of the world because they are 
in an inverted world. 
Religion offered thus both a justifica- 
tion of the existing order and a source 
of consolation and rejection of it. The 
famous passage on it being the “opium 
of the people” is not merely a state- 
ment of atheism but also of the 
materialist basis of Marxism. 


The struggle against religion is 
therefore indirectly the struggle 
against that world whose spiritual 
aroma is religion. Religious 
suffering is the expression of real 
suffering and at the same time the 
protest against real suffering. 
Religion is the sigh of the op- 
pressed creature, the heart of the 
heartless world, as it is the spirit 
of spiritless conditions. It is the 


opium of the people ... The criti- 
cism of religion is thus in embryo a 
criticism of the vale of tears whose 
halo is religion. 
Marx did not write much mote on reli- 
gion after this (another job left for 
Engels). The reason is clear. With the 
pronouncement in the same work that, 


Religion is only the illusory sun 
that revolves around man so long 
as he does not revolve about 
himself, 
Marx could now concentrate on what 
was the real issue of how human be- 
ings achieve their emancipation. Marx 
could not fall into the trap of the Young 
Hegelians by simply insisting that the 
world would change because their ide- 
alism was more rational than Hegel’s. 
Marx criticised this view in yet another 
letter to Ruge. 


We do not then set ourselves 
opposite the world with a doctri- 
naire principle, saying “here is 
the truth, kneel down here!” It is 
out of the world’s own principles 
that we develop for it new princi- 
ples. We do not say to her, “stop 
your battles, they are stupid stuff. 
We want to preach the true slo- 
gans of battle at you.” We merely 
show it what it is actually fighting 
about, and this realisation is a 
thing it must make its own even 
though it may not wish to. 
Correspondence (to Arnold Ruge?), 
September 1843, in D. McLellan (ed,), 
Karl Marx: Selected Writings (OUP 
1977), pp37-8 


The reform of consciousness consists 
solely in letting the world perceive its 
own consciousness by awaking it from 
dreaming about itself, in explaining to 
it its own actions. 


This is an essential element of Marx’s 
vieys of the inter-relationship of ideas 
and activity. They were both the prod- 
uct of human history. In the Preface to 
The German Ideology Marx and Engels 
basically take the piss out of the Young 
Hegelian’s idealistic method. 


Hitherto men have constantly 
made up for themselves false 
conceptions about themselves, 
about what they are and what they 
ought to be. They have arranged 
their ideas about their relation- 
ships according to their ideas of 
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God, of normal man, etc. The 
Phantoms of their brains have got 
out of their heads They, the crea- 
tors, have bowed down before 
their creations. Let us liberate 
them from the chimeras, the ideas, 
dogmas, imaginary beings under 
the yoke of which they are pining 
away. Let us revolt against the 
rule of thoughts. Let us teach men, 
says one, to exchange these imagi- 
nations for thoughts which 
correspond to the essence of man: 
says the second, to take up the 
critical attitude to them, say the 
third, to knock them out of their 
heads; and - existing reality will 
collapse. 
Just in case anyone is doubting this is 
irony, Marx and Engels tell us that these 
are the innocent and child-like fancies 
of the Young Hegelians and they ham- 
mer the point about their idealism home 
with a further piece of satire. 


Once upon a time a valiant fellow 
had the idea that men were 
drowned in water only because 
they were possessed of the idea of 
gravity. If they were to knock this 
notion out of their heads, say, by 
Stating it to be a superstition, a 
religious concept, they would be 
sublimely proof against any dan- 
ger from water His whole life long 
he fought against the illusion of 
gravity, of whose harmful results 
all statistics brought him new and 
manifold evidence. This honest 
fellow was the type of the new 
revolutionary philosophers in 
Germany... 
The German Ideology in Karl Marx 
Selected Writings ed D. McLellan 
pp159-160 


By now Marx had a problem. How could 
Germany which had a developed phi- 
losophy but a backward social 
structure participate in the emancipa- 
tion of humanity? 


The weapon of criticism obviously 
cannot replace the criticism of 
weapons. Material force must be 
overthrown by material force. But 
theory also becomes material force 
when it grips the masses. 

But 


In Germany, by contrast, where 
practical life is as mindless as 
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mental life is impractical, no class 
in civil society has any need or 
capacity for general emancipation 
until it is forced to by its immedi- 
ate condition, by material 
necessity, by its very chains. 
It only needed Marx to link together 
his theoretical evolution with his expe- 
rience in dealing with “material 
questions” on the Rheinische Zeitung 
to discover that the class he was talk- 
ing about was the working class, the 
proletariat. The only possibility for real 
emancipation lay 


in the formation of a class with 
radical chains, a class in civil 
society that is not of civil society; 
a class that is the dissolution of all 
classes, a sphere of society having 
universal character because of its 
universal suffering... a sphere, in 
short, that is the complete loss of 
humanity and can only redeem 
itself through the total redemption 
of humanity. The dissolution of 
society as a particular class is the 
proletariat. 
It is no accident that Marx was to be 
the theoretical leader of communism 
but he became so as not just from his 
own quest to understand how human 


society had changed and would 
change over time. It was also due to 
the incipient rise of the proletariat at 
that time. Marx moved towards com- 
munism after he had gone to Paris and 
made contact with workers and the 
early French socialists in October 1843. 
Marxism as a method thus arose as a 
teflection of the growth of capitalism 
in Europe. The proletariat were identi- 
fied as the really revolutionary class 
not as a sentimental whim, and even 
less because they were a simple 
Hegelian ideal antithesis, but because 
the proletariat above all was the one 
class of flesh and blood mortals which 
represented the very opposite of pri- 
vate property. And, in recognising the 
potential of the working class, Marx 
also gave to the proletariat the scien- 
tific basis for its own emancipation. 


Historical materialism 


I the light of the above Marx and 
ngels made their strongest state- 
ment yet that their world-view was 
exactly the opposite of the idealism of 
Hegelianism. The German Ideology 
begins 
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The premises from which we begin 
are not arbitrary ones, not dogmas 
but real premises from which 
abstraction can be made only in 
the imagination. They are the real 
individuals, their activity and the 
material conditions under which 
they live, both those which they 
find already existing and those 
produced by their activity. These 
premises can thus be verified in a 
purely empirical way. 
Karl Marx: Selected Writings (ed. D 
McLellan) p.160 


This is why Marxism can never be com- 
pared to a religion. Religion requires 
only faith and its premises are unchal- 
lengeable. But every statement of 
Marxism has be verified in the real 
world’. 


And this real world is dominated by 
human beings’ need to solve the basic 
problems of existence. 


The first premise of all human 
history is, of course, the existence 
of living human individuals 
...(they) can be distinguished from 
animals by consciousness, by 
religion, or anything else you like. 
They themselves begin to distin- 
guish themselves from animals as 
soon as they begin to produce 
their means of subsistence. 
This and the famous passage in the 
Preface to the Introduction to the Cri- 
tique of Political Economy are the basic 
statements of historical materialism. 
However they are only “basic”. Marx 
carries on the discussion to point out 
that the reproduction of material life is 
not just a mechanical process (as the 
Stalinists were to maintain in the 1930s). 
It is also the real life of these individu- 
als and is historically conditioned by 
time and place. 


The way in which men produce 
their means of subsistence depends 
first of all on the nature of the 
actual means of subsistence they 
find in existence and have to 
reproduce. This mode of produc- 
tion must not be considered simply 
as being the production of the 
physical existence of the individu- 
als. Rather it is a definite form of 
the activity of these individuals, a 
definite form of expressing their 


a 


life, a definite mode of life on their 
part. 
(loc. cit. p.161) 


And this is not all. In contrast to 
Feuerbach and other bourgeois mate- 
rialists, who saw consciousness as an 
individual phenomenon resulting from 
the impact of sense perception, physi- 
cal and even metabolic factors (e.g. 
diet)? on the isolated human being, 
Marx saw that variations in conscious- 
ness were due to their activity as 
human beings collectively in a society. 


The production of life, both of 
one’s own in labour and of fresh 
life in procreation, now appears 
as a double relationship: on the 
one hand as natural, on the other 
as a social relationship. By social 
we understand the co-operation of 
several individuals, no matter 
under what conditions, in what 
manner and to what end. It follows 
from this that a certain mode of 
production, or industrial stage, is 
always combined with a certain 
mode of co-operation or social 
stage and this mode of co-opera- 
tion is itself a “productive force”. 
The German Ideology in Marx: 

Selected Works (ed. McLellan) p.166 


Again this is one of the main criticisms 
of Feuerbach’s materialism 


IX. The highest point attained by 
contemplative materialism, that is 
materialism that does not under- 
Stand sensuousness as practical 
activity, is the contemplation of 
single individuals in “civil soci- 
ety”. 

Theses on Feuerbach in McLellan 

edition. 


Consciousness would not only vary 
historically but also through social re- 
lations and class __ position. 
Consciousness is thus not derived 
from the world individually as in bour- 
geois materialism but is a social and 
collective product. 


The sum total of these relations of 
production constitute economic 
structure of society, the real foun- 
dation ... to which correspond 
definite forms of social conscious- 
ness ... It is not the consciousness 
of men that determines their being 


but their social being which 
determines their consciousness. 
Preface to the Introduction to the 
Critique of Political Economy in 
MESW Vol 1 .p.363. Our emphasis 
added. 


Finally, in establishing the differences 
between historical materialism and 
bourgeois materialism, Marxist materi- 
alism is dialectical. Whereas bourgeois 
materialists saw individual human be- 
ings as passively receiving sensory 
imprints, which were then physiologi- 
cally translated into consciousness, 
Marx argued that this was a “vulgar 
materialism”. In reality, the raw mate- 
nial of experience is actively restructured 
by its recipients through thought (and 
since thought has a historical dimen- 
sion, it also acts as part of the process 
of the development of consciousness), 
and they in turn react back on their ex- 
perience. Consciousness is not a 
direct product of experience but an 
indirect one. Consciousness is struc- 
tured by and mediated by already 
existing patterns of understanding and 
thought. This is the meaning of the first 
of the Theses on Feuerbach 


I. The chief defect of all previous 
materialism (including that of 
Feuerbach) is that things 
(Gegenstand) reality, the sensible 
world, are conceived only in the 
form of the objects (Objeckt) of 
observation, but not as human 
sense activity, not as practical 
activity... 

Theses on Feuerbach from the 

Bottomore and Rubels edition. 

Original emphases. 


Consciousness, therefore, has to have 
a social and an historical dimension. 
It was to underline this inter-relation 
of thought and practice at this point 
that Marx later adds the famous thesis 
that? 


XI. The philosophers have only 

interpreted the world in different 

ways, the point is to change it. 
But changing the world is the key to 
the issue. Marx’s critique of German 
philosophy as “ideology” (in this 
sense, just speculation about human 
history) was worthless unless he could 
explain how the process of change 
could come about. In order to distance 
himself from the idealists Marx made it 
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clear that Communism wasn’t just a 
sentimentally pleasant idea nor was it 
dreamed up in his head. 


Communism is for us not a state of 
affairs which is to be established 
to which reality will have to adjust 
itself. We call communism the real 
movement which abolishes the 
present state of things. The condi- 
tions of this movement result from 
the premises now in existence. 

The German Ideology \oc cit p.171 


However materialism seemed to have 
erected a barrier to its own conclusions. 
The premises might have existed but 
where was the material movement? A 
few pages later Marx scems to offer no 
hope of proletarian emancipation at all. 


The ideas of the ruling class are in 
every epoch the ruling ideas, i.e., 
the class which is the ruling 
material force of society is at the 
same time its ruling intellectual 
force. The class which has the 
means of material production at 
its disposal, has control at the 
same time over the means of men- 
tal production so that thereby, 
generally speaking, the ideas of 
those who lack the means of 
mental production are subject to 
it. 

loc. cit., p176 


The truth of this statement is all too 
obvious in our own time where a hand- 
ful of press magnates faithfully 
produce pap for the defence of their 
class interests on a daily basis. But if 
this is the case how can communism 
become “the real movement” in any 
shape or form? The answer given by 
Marxism and the proletariat will be ex- 
amined in the next part of this article. 


[to be continued] 


Notes 


1 And yet there are some so-called Marxists who 
treat revolutionary activity as if it were a religion. 
Readers of our press will be aware that an organi- 
sation like the International Communist Current 
rejected for a decade our demand for evidence 
that the 1980's were “years of truth” for the work- 
ing class. They responded that we were simply 
empiricists and that the course of history was to- 
wards revolution, not war. There are other serious 
errors in the ICC’s conception of the working class 
(which, like the Bordigists, is close to the Hegelian 
abstraction of the class) but these will be dealt 
with later. 


2 Summed up in the famous aphorism of Feuerbach 
“Man is what he eats”, but this can also be found in 
Buchner’s Woyzeck, 
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Balkans 


The Balkans — 
Still the Powder Keg of Europe 


n Revolutionary Perspectives 14 we 
wrote about the Kosovo crisis that 


This is only the beginning of new 
conflicts. The KLA’s programme 
also calls for unity with Albanians 
everywhere including in Macedo- 
nia where 30% of the population 
are Albanian. If NATO does not 
attempt to hamper or halt the KLA 
then it might be a case of NATO 
fighting the KLA to maintain what 
little shred of integrity it has left. 
It therefore came as no surprise that 
Albanian guerrillas moving from 
Kosovo should begin to occupy a 
number of remote Albanian-speaking 
villages along the borders of Macedo- 
nia, Serbia and Kosovo on 
February 16th. This area was suppos- 
edly patrolled by the KFOR troops of 
the UN. The Serbian Army was banned 
from it by the agreement of June 1999. 
Seeing the danger, NATO allowed the 
Serbs to re-enter the area (but without 
heavy weapons or the protection of 
armoured cars). Despite advice from 
NATO to negotiate, the Macedonian 
government was forced to take military 
action when Albanian guerrillas mov- 
ing from Kosovo shelled the town of 
Tetovo on March 15th. The Macedo- 
nian government is a coalition of Slav 
and Albanian-speaking parties who 
have run the country since independ- 
ence in 1991. Albanians in Macedonia 
have formal equality before the law and 
language recognition. However, until 
recently, there was no university in the 
Albanian-speaking areas, which also 
had the lowest incomes in the country. 
It was these factors that the Macedo- 
nian National Liberation Army (a 
splinter from the UCK (or KLA) in 
Kosovo) hoped to exploit when they 
moved into the country. The first at- 
tach was on Tetovo which is actually 
Macedonia’s richest town, having ben- 
efited from almost a decade of 
smuggling and drugs trafficking. A 
new Free University has just been es- 
tablished there and the day before they 
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began shelling the town the MNLA 
had had organised an Albanian dem- 
onstration there. About 10 MNLA 
gunmen were hidden amongst the dem- 
onstrators. They opened fire on police 
in an attempt to provoke police mur- 
ders of Albanians and create a few 
martyrs for the cause. National libera- 
tion movements today are often nothing 
but gangster movements. 


More evidence for this can be found in 
Kosovo. In the light of the number of 
KLA members killed in the war with 


SERBIA 
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Milosevic’s Yugoslav Army, young 
Albaniang in Kosovo joined their ranks 
as a patriotic duty. And the KLA basi- 
cally took control of the province, 
driving out the Serb, Roma (gypsies) 
and Goran (Albanian-speaking Mus- 
lim Slavs) minorities. In September 1999 
NATO allowed the KLA to become the 
Kosovo Protection Corps (a bit like 
asking Nazi Stormtroopers to take over 
the police force). However as they be- 
came more dominant they turned to 
criminal rackets, personal vendettas 
and police brutality. The popularity of 


the KLA in Kosovo began to wane. 
When they attempted to win electoral 
legitimacy as the Kosovo Democratic 
Party (PDK) against the supposedly 
discredited Democratic League of 
Kosovo (LDK) (because its leader, 
Ibrahim Rugova, had tried to negotiate 
with Milosevic) they were soundly 
beaten. In the municipal elections of 
October last year the LDK got 58% of 
the vote whilst the PDK got 27% and 
the even more ultra-nationalist Alliance 
for the Future of Kosovo (AAK) 8%. 
With Milosevic overthrown earlier in 
the same month the ultra-nationalists 
had Jost one of the biggest factors in 
their support. The KLA began to break 
up. Some older-style politicians like 
Thaci (leader of the PDK) tried to dis- 
tance themselves from the Greater 
Albania project and, under pressure 
from NATO governments entered into 
negotiations with the new Kostunica 
government in Belgrade. As Kostunica 
was himself trying to win the backing 
of the same powers to get sanctions 
lifted and Serbian re-integrated into the 
trading system it seemed as though 
everything had tured out nicely for 
NATO. 


But the ultra-nationalist Kosovan 
splinters from the KLA now founded 
new guerrilla outfits like the MNLA and 
the UCPMB or, in English, PMBLA. 
The PMBLA are the Presevo- 
Medvedja-Bujanovac Liberation 
Army. According to Le Monde Diplo- 
matique (April 2001) 


The PMBLA established their 
headquarters in Mali Trnovac and 
took control of the large town of 
Veliki Trnovac, a local centre for 
drugs and arms trafficking and 
prostitution. Their rear base is in 
Gnyilane, the centre of the Ameri- 
can sector of KFOR. While the 
British KFOR soldiers prevented 
all contact with Medvedja, their 
US counterparts waited until the 
end of December before bombing 
the PMBLA’s supply routes. 


By this time the ultra-nationalists had 
begun a series of provocations to try 
to draw the fire of the Serbs. Although 
the length of the PMBLA’s title seems 
like a joke, the three towns from which 
they take their name are in the 5 km 
wide buffer zone in Serbia proper on 
the Kosovo border. 70 000 Albanian- 
speakers live there. It was supposedly 
patrolled by KFOR troops to keep the 
peace. But as the quote makes clear 
the US contingent of KFOR ignored 
the infiltration of this 


remember that it was 700 NATO bomb- 
ers using laser-guided missiles, which 
precipitated Milosevic’s, ethnic cleans- 
ing of Kosovo. Even fewer remember 
that the collapse of Yugoslavia, which 
began all the current ethnic fighting, 
was started by the green light the Ger- 
man government gave to the Slovenian 
and Croatian secession from Yugosla- 
via in 1990. As Yugoslavia was already 
at that time in deep economic crisis, 
the secession of its two richest parts 


Balkans 


ago, a landslide victory for the seces- 
sionists would have been easy, but, 
with the fall of Milosevic and the in- 
stallation of the pro-EU Government of 
Kostunica in Serbia, the political map 
has changed. The ruling coalition only 
won a narrow majority and the parties 
which wish to remain in Yugoslavia 
were only 2% behind in the vote . The 
EU is already putting pressure on 
Djukanovic not to hold the referendum 
and the Montenegrin elite has been 

threatened with the 
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PMBLA were even- 
tually neutralised. | 
This led the Greater 
Albanian national- 
ists to switch their attention to 
Macedonia and the MNLA attacks, 
which we mentioned at the start of this 
article. 


Behind ethnic conflict in 
the Balkans lurk the 
Great Powers 


Nee may be reactionary but 
in the modern world it does not 
operate successfully on its own. Na- 
tionalist movements needs to find 
backers amongst the countries which 
dominate the world market. If you look 
in the press currently you will find that 
the only reference to the activity of EU 
states and the US in the Balkans are to 
their peacekeeping roles. Headlines like 
“Kosovo Rebels Warned End Violence 
or Lose Aid” (Financial Times, 24th 
February) imply that the EU and US 
are only in the Balkans due to the eth- 
nic hatred of the inhabitants. Few 
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could only have provoked war. The war 
too could not be confined once each 
national ruling elite decided on its own 
course. It was this, which ultimately 
devastated Bosnia. 


And despite the Dayton Accord 
of 1995 the process has not stopped 
there. Elections in Montenegro, the last 
independent entity to remain in the old 
Yugoslavia alongside Serbia, have re- 
tugned, by a narrow majority, the ruling 
coalition of Prime Minister Djukanovic. 
Djukanovic’s faction seems to be a 
puppet of the German ruling class. De- 
spite their narrow victory, this faction 
have repeated their intention to hold a 
referendum to make Montenegro inde- 
pendent of Serbia. Already the 
Yugoslav Dinar has been replaced by 
the German Deutschmark and the aim 
of the secessionists is to integrate 
faster with Western Europe (or, at least, 
benefit directly from international aid 
rather than receive it via Serbia). A year 


would be withdrawn 
| if Montenegro left 
Yugoslavia. 


At the same time the Dayton Accord 
which was supposed to preserve peace 
in Bosnia is in a state of crisis. The 
Croat soldiers of the Bosnian Army 
have already mutinied and the major- 
ity of the 7500 soldiers have left it. This 
followed the establishment of a 
Bosnian Croat national congress at the 
beginning of March to pave the way 
for a new Herzog-Bosnia statelet. The 
disintegration of Yugoslavia, which 
was actively promoted at different 
times by different powers in different 
zones (except Russia, which continues 
to support Yugoslavia even in its Ser- 
bian rump form), has thus not yet 
stopped. The question for the Great 
Powers is now “where will it all end?”. 


The Significance of 
Macedonia 


acedonia has the capacity to 
enerate further conflict in the 
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Ukraine 


Balkans. Even its name implies disor- 
der. It has given the Italians, and the 
French (Macedoine), their words for 
“fruit salad” and “hotchpotch” of vari- 
ous bits. Macedonia has already 
caused two wars in the last hundred 
years. It was the cause of the two Bal- 
kan Wars of 1912-13 when the Balkan 
League of Serbia, Bulgaria, Greece and 
Rumania attacked the Ottoman Em- 
pire’s last remaining European territory. 
Macedonia was split up as result. The 
southern part went to Greece whilst the 
current state of Macedonia went to 
Serbia. This was confirmed when these 
two then defeated Bulgaria to take most 
of Macedonia for themselves. Today 
Macedonia is known as the FYR 
(Former Yugoslav Republic) of Mac- 
edonia so that it does not offend the 
Greeks by implying that it wants South- 
em Macedonia (which includes the 
port of Thessaloniki) back. Thus, even 
the name is a result of international 
pressure on Skopje. The outcome of 
the Balkan wars was the increase in size 
of Serbia. This Austria-Hungary re- 
garded as a threat and this is why the 
First World War broke out in 1914. 


However we are not in the same situa- 
tion today.In 1914 there had been thirty 
years of manoeuvring amongst the 
Great Powers to get the imperialist line- 
up that eventually took the world into 
catastrophe in 1914. The blocs had 
only just been in existence for 7 years 
by 1914 but had become increasingly 
consolidated in the period up to 1914. 
Today we are still in a period of shift- 
ing interests and therefore shifting 
alliances. The fall of the USSR has not 
created George Bush Senior’s “New 
World Order”, but a series of wars 
around the planet financed or sup- 
ported by one or other of the local and 
global imperialist powers. 


Despite all the propaganda that the “in- 
ternational community” is only in the 
Balkans for “humanitarian reasons”, 
the truth is that each of the leading 
states is really making sure that it looks 
after its own strategic and economic 
interests in the area. The USA has had 
thousands of troops in Macedonia 
since 1990, and the biggest army base 
in Europe in Bosnia. The US basically 
wants to put a lid on matters. But this 
is not easy since the forces it creates 
and uses take on a life of their own and 
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create further turmoil. Milosevic, for 
example, who they used to reign back 
the Bosnian Serbs and who was seen 
as the key to the Dayton Agreement, 
had to be fought in Kosovo. The KLA 
who were the US tool in Kosovo are 
now further destabilising Macedonia 
and Presevo. In fact the US seemed to 
be giving the KLA free hand (which 
led to the latest attacks on Macedo- 
nia) to put pressure on the Kostunica 
Government to hand over Milosevic. 


Since last October, the Kostunica gov- 
ernment, for its part, has been 
desperate to win respectable status for 
Serbia, particularly with EU states like 
Britain and France. For the US being 
respectable meant handing over 
Milosevic to the war crimes court sit- 
ting in the Hague. Kostunica could not 
comply with this KFOR demand with- 
out giving ammunition to the 
ultra-nationalists in Serbia. Instead he 
decided on the final day of a US dead- 
line to arrest Milosevic, not as a war 
criminal, but for corruption. This will 
allow the Serb ruling class to show that 
they don’t run a “rogue state” (ie., a 
thorn in Western sides), whilst at the 
same time it does not make them look 
like a complete poodle of NATO. It 
means that the current Serb interests 
lie in re-building its old links to France 
and Britain (since Russia is economi- 
cally of little use to rebuilding a country 
devastated by economic crisis and 
war). 


Whatever happens next the main im- 
perialist powers have created the 
framework for more anarchy and chaos. 
The current manoeuvring inside NATO 
and the EU over control of the new EU 
defence force shows that behind the 
formal polite exchanges there is a 
struggle for independence. Whilst 
some agendas are more transparent 
than others (e.g. the French desire to 
break from US control of EU military 
deployment) all of the powers are ei- 
ther scrambling to win US approval for 
their policies or are quietly preparing 
to further their own economic and stra- 
tegic interests. 


Much has been made of the new Bush 
administration’s new policy of confron- 
tation, but it is unlikely to be as clear 
cut as the press is making out. A Re- 
publican President elected by big 
business, especially the oil and arms 


manufacturing sectors, is not going to 
flinch from pushing hard for their in- 
terests on the international stage. 
Traditionally Republican governments 
are more isolationist and more likely to 
go in for a new Star Wars policy (lots 
of big defence contracts for their pals) 
but they are also likely to be more uni- 
lateral in actions against those the see 
as enemies. It could be just enough of 
a change to open up the road to the 
formation of new blocs. 


But the only end to this sorry cycle of 
national conflict promoted by imperi- 
alist godfathers is the end of the 
capitalist system itself. It is no acci- 
dent that these wars flourish at times 
when the working class is politically 
absent and economically battered. The 
Yugoslav working class was probably 
less nationalistic than other workers 
in 1989, There was a massive strike 
wave throughout Serbia when 
Milosevic began to play the national- 
ist card to his peasant heartland. The 
wars allowed strikes to be outlawed and 
the subsequent economic destruction 
of Serbia removed the working class 
from the centre of the political stage. It 
will only be when the working class 
has begun to recover and reorganise 
that we will be able to talk about the 
possibility to end the root cause of in- 
stability in the Balkans. Even then this 
will have to be in concert with workers 
in the main imperialist powers since the 
murderous interventions of these pow- 
ers will have to be neutralised. It is a 
long term and seemingly distant per- 
spective but is more realistic than 
expecting the sharks and charlatans 
who run the international capitalist 
system to suddenly discover a peace 
which a century of imperialism has been 
unable to provide. 


Ukraine 


Ukrainian Communist Fight for 
Independent Working Class 
Interests 


We are publishing below a leaflet given out by the 
Radical Communists of the Ukraine at a demonstration 
in Kiev. The group openly proclaims its support for the 
political framework of the IBRP and this, in itself, 
requires some courage in the context of the present-day 
Ukraine. There they face not only a fight between two 
bourgeois factions (the pro-US prime minister 
Yuschenko’s faction and the pro-Moscow President 
Kuchma’s faction) but also their little helpers. The pro- 
US faction has the support on the streets of the 
proto-fascist UNA-UNSO whilst the various social 
democrats and ex-Stalinists still maintain the lie that 
the old USSR was “socialist” rather than state 
capitalist and despite Kuchma’s privatisations (in 
favour of Russian-based monopoly capitalism) they still 
maintain that he is closer to “socialism” presumably 
because he maintains a KGB police apparatus (now 
called the SBU). There can be no clearer indication of 
the imperialist struggle in the area than the open 
support given to the two central ruling factions from 
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A fight between capitalist and imperialist interests. Demonstrators supporting the pro-West 
Prime Minister against the pro-Moscow President fight with police in Kiev 


Russia and the West. For the moment the West are on the 
retreat but Kuchma faces the public scandal of having 
been heard on tape authorising the murder of a 
bourgeois opposition journalist, Georgii Gongadze. 
More significantly the Yuschenko faction have the 
formidable support of the EU and the USA so this 
episode is not the last word on the subject. 


We hope it will not be the last word from our comrades 
of the RKU either. They have refused to join any of the 
factions or any of the manoeuvres of the Left United 
Front (a ragbag of Trotskyists and Stalinists which 
mainly fights the fascists but does not stand for any 
independent working class programme) and have 
stoutly defended the need for the working class 
themselves to form their own organisations to defend 
their own living standards against all the vultures of the 
bourgeoisie. We can only solidarise with their efforts 
and wish them every success in this work. We look 
forward to a long and fruitful dialogue with them. 


CWO 
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Ukraine 


Workers! 


Today on Kiev’s streets and squares 
you can see the sharp fighting between 
two bourgeois clans — president 
Leonid Kuchma, who is mainly oriented 
towards Russian transnational corpo- 
tations in close alliance with local 
oligarchs, and prime minister Viktor 
Yushchenko — a direct representative 
of the IMF and similar international fi- 
nancial organisations. The working 
class have no interest in this fighting, 
both bourgeois elite groups are equally 
alien to them. The present president, 
Kuchma, who continues to serve the 
interests of primarily Russian capital 
and its satellites, as he has already 
done for a lot of years during which 
the condition of the working class has 
become much worse, undoubtedly has 
to go. But the pro-West ultra-liberal 
group of prime minister Yushchenko 
threatens with “shock therapy” and 
can only worsen the state of the work- 
ing class. 


Bourgeois ideology has penetrated 
into the working class with the help of 
social democratic parties and organi- 
sations as well as trade unions. As they 
are, they suppress working class at- 
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tempts to resist the influence of t 
crisis. Today you can see how the dif- 
ferent Stalinist, Trotskyist and other 
groups try to push you to support one 
or another bourgeois faction. But it’s 
necessary to clearly recognise that to- 
day such organisations are inalienable 
tools of capitalist totalitarianism, which 
have nothing in common with the in- 
terests of the working class. 


Neither attempts by the capitalist state 
to abolish or regulate the operation of 
the law of value or, moreover, 
unachievable fantasies for this law to 
operate freely without restrictions (so- 
called law of the market) can solve the 
ptoblem of world crisis in the capitalist 
economy. 


The present crisis again demonstrates 
that the main contradiction between the 
social character of labour and the pri- 
vate form of appropriation remains, 
irrespective of the concrete legal form 
of bourgeois ownership of production 
on the one hand and the changing form 
of the social character of wage labour 
on the other hand. 


Only world proletarian revolution can 
solve the problems of the working class 
— in Ukraine, Russia, USA — through- 
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out the globe. However, such a revolu- 
tion will be successful only under the 
condition that the revolutionary or- 
ganisation — the communist party, 
which leads the class, is correspond- 
ingly developed and prepared for a 
frontal attack against the political en- 
emies of the revolutionary programme. 
But at the present time such a party 
still has not been formed. The Interna- 
tional Bureau For the Revolutionary 
Party (IBRP) is the organisation which 
aims to be the focus for co-ordination 
and unification of different “national” 
organisations, which may form such 
party. For these reasons we, Radical 
Communists of Ukraine, are standing 
on the IBRP positions and call all con- 
scious workers to join us for 
strengthening such “national” organi- 
sation here in Ukraine with the aim of 
further fusion into the international 


party. 
If you agree with us — join us! 
Long lives the proletarian revolution! 


Radical Communists of Ukraine 
March 2001 
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Spies over China 


Imperialist relations 


bes collision between the US EP-3 
spy plane and one of a pair of Chi- 
nese airforce fighters sent to monitor it 
represents a window into the relations 
between imperialist powers across the 
world. 


Itis already clear that the US bourgeoi- 
sic will use its military muscle to defend 
its economic and strategic interests: 
the example of the war with Iraq shows 
its willingness to back up its control of 
sources of oil with force, and that of 
the Balkans demonstrates its ruthless- 
ness in maintaining a presence in, and 
thus, aiding its control over, Europe. 


The vast expense of the US surveil- 
lance of China is evidence that the 
American bourgeoisie regards China as 
at least a potential enemy in future 
conflicts. As well as the expense, there 
is also the risk that American techno- 
logical secrets will be exposed. The 
Chinese military seem to be taking the 
US example to heart when it comes to 
dealing with captured ’planes. In 1976, 
the US got its hands on a defecting 
Russian’s MiG fighter and sent it back 
to Moscow in boxes, after examining it 
in extensive detail! 


But, the US backing down 
in offering a (fairly weak) 


this incident, it highlights the fact that 
the balance of power, which has existed 
in this region since the Second World 
War, is being challenged. This chal- 
lenge represents the first steps of the 
building of a power block in the region. 
Although the contours of such a bloc 
are not yet clear, it will come to chal- 
lenge the dominance of the US. 


Japan is the principal economic power 
of South East Asia and the US’s main 
ally. 40 000 US troops are stationed 
there and it was from Japan that the US 
spy plane set out. There is, however, 
evident tension in the Japan/US rela- 
tionship. The principal cause is the 
economic competition between the two 
powers, but recently this tension has 
found expression in other incidents. 
One of these was the sinking of a Japa- 
nese training ship by a US submarine. 
Another is the continual atrocities, 
such as raping schoolgirls, committed 
by US troops stationed in Japan. Sec- 
tions of the Japanese bourgeoisie now 
call for the removal of Japanese troops 
and the new Japanese Prime Minister 
Koizumi had demanded the revision of 
the post war constitution to enable the 
Japanese defence forces to wage of- 
fensive actions. These events are a 
clear echo of similar moves in Germany. 


US-China Trade 


China is a rival of the US in many areas 
of the world. The bombing of its em- 
bassy in Belgrade by the US in 1999 
was a warning that the US would not 
tolerate the Chinese helping its en- 
emies. China has ignored this warning 
and was evidently helping Iraq rebuild 
its air defences. After the US bombing 
of Baghdad in February the US an- 
nounced that Chinese technicians were 
working at the sites bombed and that 
the raid had been carried out on a Fri- 
day to avoid killing them. The Chinese, 
for their part, have announced an 18% 
increase in their military budget for 
2001. 


Both China and Japan are unhappy with 
the status quo and are looking for ways 
to revise it. The US, of course, is keen 
to keep its dominance over the area, 
which is its most important trading part- 
ner. 


Economic ties 


e trade between the US and China 

has grown massively over the past 
decade as is shown in the Figure. Ac- 
cess to cheap Chinese goods brings 
obvious benefits to the American bour- 
geoisie, and their Chinese counterparts 
are given the opportunity to realise the 
surplus value they 
squeeze from the Chinese 


apology for the incident, 
which resulted in the 
death of a Chinese pilot, 
indicates that any loss of 
face for US imperialism 
(and Bush) is outweighed 
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working class, whose low 
wages are part of the rea- 
son for the cheapness of 
the goods. Moreover, the 
American bourgeoisie 
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by other considerations 
for the USA. 
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China, too, backed down 
in releasing the spy 
plane’s crew and in cen- 
soring the more extreme 
anti-American views, be- 
cause a profound rift 
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US Investment in China 


‘09 2000] famous “opening-up” or 
economic liberalisation of 
China, to directly partici- 
pate themselves in the 
exploitation of the Chinese 
working class by invest- 


ing in the country. 


This mutually beneficial re- 


between China and the US 
is not yet in Chinese in- 
ferests. 
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Although the immediate 
tension has gone out of 
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Dotted line in top diagram is the value of US imports from 
China, the solid line is US exports to China. 
Source: Financial Times, 12” April 2001 


lationship between the 
American and Chinese 
bourgeoisies helps to off- 
set the effect of the falling 
rate of profit for both coun- 
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China 


tries, and it is not to be sacrificed while 
the economic pressures are not too 
great. However, the very same pres- 
sures which today cement the 
Sino-American relationship are also the 
cause of antagonisms which lead the 
two sides to spy on each other, as each 
side wishes to obtain the lion’s share 
of the benefit. And the same dialectic 
of antagonism and mutual benefit holds 
for relations between the US and China 
and every other bourgeoisie with 
which they come into contact, with the 
balance on either the side of mutual 
benefit or of antagonism. 


As capitalism’s rhythm of mini-boom 
and renewed crisis unfolds, always 
imposed on a background of a decline, 
the antagonistic element in the relation- 
ship between any pair of bourgeoisies 
tends to come to the fore. If it were not 
for the fact that, for example, Sino-Japa- 
nese relations interfere with 
US-Taiwanese relations, and so on this 
would be more apparent. Hostile rela- 
tions between a pair of powers result 
in both seeking allies, so antagonism 
in one part of the imperialist system 
produces a reduction of antagonism 
elsewhere. 


The end result of this process is the 
emergence of rival coalitions of pow- 
ers, and when these coalitions are 
sufficiently equal that each can stand 
up to the other, all that is missing for 
generalised conflict is a sufficiently 
powerful threat to the vital interests of 
one of the contending alliances by one 
of the others. 


In today’s world, the US is overwhelm- 
ing the most powerful imperialist. Its 
obvious overall strategic aim is to re- 
main in this position of superiority, but, 
every time it uses its strength, it imme- 
diately demonstrates the “unfair” 
advantages it has over its competitors, 
and provides a powerful incentive for 
its rivals to put themselves in a posi- 
tion to challenge it. Eventually, the US 
will be faced by challengers, and it will 
have to retain sufficient allies to rebuff 
these. 


Strategy in East Asia 


A iis US, on the surface at least, re 
gards China to be its most likely 
future enemy in East Asia. In terms of 
today’s economic and technological 
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power, the US would probably be bet- 
ter off with Japan as an ally and China 
as an opponent than the other way 
round, even taking into account the 
manpower at the disposal of the Chi- 
nese army. However, these alternatives 
do not exhaust the possibilities. It is 
perfectly possible that the US could 
have both, or neither, as allies in a fu- 
ture conflict. All the powers in the 
region, and those from outside, which 
are active there, realise that they live in 
times, which are uncertain, and do not 
wish to pre-empt their future choices. 


For example, both the US and Japan 
have historically courted the Taiwan- 
ese government, while at the same time 
mouthing the ritual reassurances to 
China that they recognise Beijing’s 
sovereignty over what the Chinese call 
their “breakaway province”. Tokyo has 
tecently given permission to Taiwan- 
ese ex-President Lee Tenghui to visit 
Japan for medica] treatment in the face 
of vigorous protests from Beijing, 
which suspects that Lee is actually 
seeking Japanese support for a formal 
declaration of Taiwanese independ- 
ence. 


The US has just scaled down the tech- 
nological content of the weapons 
systems it will supply to Taiwan in the 
future. Instead of supplying warships 
equipped with Aegis radar systems, 
which would enable the Taiwanese to 
knock out mainland missiles in the air 
and to target many enemy vessels at 
once (according to The Independent, 
24" April), more out-of-date weaponry 
will be traded. This response to Chi- 
nese pressure is, despite Bush’s 
appearance as a man who talks loudly 
but wields a small stick, not a sign that 
the US is going soft. Rather, the pres- 
ence of a moron in the White House is 
no real impediment to an intelligent for- 
eign policy which puts nothing — and 
certainly not US law, which demands 
the defence of Taiwan — above the 
US’s strategic and economic interests. 


And the US is still arming Taiwan and 
supporting its protests against main- 
land rocketry pointed in its direction. 
Taiwan is a useful lever for US policy 
and will be supported to the extent that 
this remains true. Supplying Aegis 
would both upset the Chinese bour- 
geoisie of the mainland too much and 
give the Taiwanese an unacceptable 


degree of independence — from the 
US. 


What can seen and what 
can’t 


Fk: Marxists, it is clear that capital 
ism cannot ever be transformed 
into an essentially peaceful system. 
The world is bristling with weapons, 
which are maintained at their full lethal 
capacity and are frequently deployed. 
The back up, like the world’s various 
spying systems, for these tools of mur- 
der are also kept busy. But we can go 
further and say that the present 
“peace” (defined as the absence of 
generalised war — not as the absence 
of war full stop) will not last. If the capi- 
talists are unable to find a peaceful 
solution to their crisis, they will turn 
more and more to warlike ones. Al- 
though the US seems to have an 
unassailable military domination, no 
other bourgeoisie will be happy to leave 
the fruits of that domination to the US. 
The others will either have to been 
given some of those fruits, or they will 
combine and plough resources into 
catching up with the US militarily. The 
contours of those combinations can- 
not yet be discerned, but they will arise. 
And when they emerge to the degree 
where the US (and whatever allies it 
can buy) can be challenged, then gen- 
eralised war will be the order of the day. 


Assuming that capitalism persists, this 
is inevitable, as there are two only so- 
lutions to the capitalist crisis. One is 
the mass destruction of capital that a 
generalised war would bring, which 
would allow decadent capital’s cycle 
of reconstruction — crisis — war to 
pass onto its next stage. The other is 


the overthrow of capital. 
EDL 


We are publishing below an article taken from 
Internationalist Notes (US) a sympathising group of 


the IBRP. This text illustrates, as we have always 


In the USA 
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argued, that the role of Trade Unions is the same the 
world over — the defence of capitalism. 


Unions Oversee Defeats for 


orkers at Domino Sugar’s 

Brooklyn Plant went on strike 
June 15" 1999. Exactly 20 months later 
the remaining strikers returned beaten. 
It took until April of 2000 before any of 
the striking workers crossed the picket 
line and went back to work. This de- 
feat, led by the International 
Longshoreman’s Association, repre- 
senting the workers of ILA Local 1814, 
was particularly stark. The official 
grievances put forward against the 
company involved the right to work 
a 40-hour week, to put a stop to job 
cuts and the continuation of seniority 
rights. The company, owned by Tate 
& Lyle of London, plans to elimi- 
nate 110 jobs and introduce measures 
to improve productivity. The details of 
the contract were still largely unknown 
to workers at the time they voted to 
end the strike and accept the new con- 
tract. It is natural then that the workers 
involved in the strike feel that the un- 
ions have stabbed them in the back. 
However, far from betraying anyone the 
unions fulfilled their mission as the bro- 
kers of concessions on behalf of the 
capitalists. 


Even when an actual settlement repre- 
senting something more than a 
complete capitulation is reached, the 
bargain invariably ends up working on 
behalf of the employer who is not nec- 
essarily bound to live up to all the terms 
of the contract agreed to in the first 


Workers 


place. For instance, not two months 
after going back to work workers of the 
Seattle Times now are finding that the 
company is not going to hire them back 
like they thought they were promised. 


Ninety-six of the newsroom workers 
have not been called back and twenty- 
two of the composing room workers 
have still not been called back. Basi- 
cally the offer agreed to by union 
officials allowed the company to “dis- 
cipline or discharge” all workers that 
had taken part in any sort of “miscon- 
duct or unprotected activity” during 
the strike. It also stipulates that all 
charges of unfair labor practices 
against the company shall be dropped. 
The contract further states that all “re- 
placement” workers shall be displaced 
by returning strikers, but even here the 
company has a get-out in the form of a 
lengthy and complicated timetable for 
the return of the striking workers. 


All the unions representing those 
working for the major airlines are go- 
ing through their contract negotiations 
and al] three of the biggest US carriers, 
American, United and Delta face po- 
tential strikes. United Airlines workers 
have been working without a contract 
since July 12,2000. With the company 
alleging that mechanics were taking il- 
leg#l workplace actions by following 
safety procedures and thus keeping 
aircraft grounded. Even such job ac- 
tions as slow downs [work to rule] are 


as easy to stop as it is to issue a court 
injunction. 


Further actions are threatened by 
Northwest mechanics whose unions 
are also currently engaged in bargain- 
ing. Here the hand of the state is much 
more visible, with the government ex- 
tending a “cooling-off” period that is 
coupled with the implicit threat of state 
intervention to prevent strikes from 
taking place at all if contract talks be- 
tween the union and the company are 
not resolved. The threat coming from 
the White House itself is that they will 
not allow any strikes to disrupt the air- 
line industry this year. Similarly, the 
Railway Labor Act officially gives the 
government the right to intervene for- 
cibly against strikes that are deemed 
to threaten transportation — as the 
Reagan administration did when he 
called in the army to break the PATCO 
strike in 1981. These threats further aid 
the airline companies in their contract 
negotiations and allows urions a way 
of giving in to employers’ contract de- 
mands without causing too much anger 
among workers. 


This is all perfectly legal and democratic 
despite workers’ protests that they 
were being denied their “right to strike”, 
this “right” does not apply to trans- 
port workers. The main complaint from 
workers regarding this government in- 
tervention in a labor dispute was that 
it showed all too much that the gov- 
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ernment was not neutral in this dispute. 
Yet the state — whether formally demo- 
cratic or not — is not a neutral social 
player and no reform or change of faces 
in the parliaments or Congresses of the 
capitalist class can make it so. 


Unions’ Role is to Head 
off Working Class 
Resistance 


nions stand over and against the 

workers and their struggles. Even 
though unions were originally created 
by workers themselves to defend their 
own interests, in the current period 
they are institutions, which serve capi- 
tal. It is of paramount importance that 
the ruling class controls all organiza- 
tions that encompass workers. In the 
past the prime function of unions was 
simply to bargain with the employers 
and thus help maintain the minimum 
value of the cost of labor power and so 
support workers’ living standards. To- 
day, particularly given the crisis in 
which capitalism finds itself, unions can 
only bargain over what amount of 
losses workers will have to suffer. More 
and more we find the workplace decen- 
tralized and broken down into smaller, 
easier to control, units and more and 
more we find that unions stand over 
an ever-diminishing minority of the 
working class. Cheap, non-union labor 
is a feature of today’s globalised capi- 
talism but it would be a mistake to think 
that unionization of the workplace is 
going to stop the bosses in their tracks. 


Some might have us believe that the 
main problem surrounding unions is a 
question of who leads the union. For 
these forces the problem can simply 
be corrected by putting the unions in 
the hands of better masters. By defini- 
tion the unions exist to broker a deal 
with capital. When the bosses tell them 
that there’s no more money in the kitty 
and that they’li have to shut down the 
firm or sack a number of workers, their 
jo is to come up with a ‘realistic solu- 
tion’; realistic for the bosses that is. 
‘This is true irrespective of whether the 
union leader is a leftwing, militant or 
complete lick-spittle union hack. For the 
workers involved this often means los- 
ing the struggle. When workers Jose a 
strike it serves to discipline them. With 
the knowledge that they cannot win 
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even with the union, many workers 
think it’s not worth even trying to press 
their own demands — this is the inevi- 
table outcome of the logic of the 
“union movement” today. 


Over the course of the early part of the 
twentieth century the role of unions 
irrevocably changed. This became es- 
pecially clear to the capitalist class after 
the first attempts of workers, from 1917 
to 1921, to challenge the rule of capi- 
tal. When workers really do start 
fighting on their own account the un- 
ions come into their own as the best 
ally of capital and the wages system. 


$26 Prague 
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This means that for workers to succeed 
in their struggles they must circumvent 
the unions and seek to spread strug- 
gles as far as possible among other 
workers. They cannot afford to keep 
being sucked into the trap of a long 
lonely strike like that perpetrated 
against the Domino Sugar workers. 


They must, in short, be prepared to 
fight their own struggles, hold regular 
mass meetings with elected, recallable 
delegates and advance their own de- 
mands outside and against the unions. 
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Mexico — A Social Timebomb 


e victory of Vincente Fox Quesada 
of the National Action Party (PAN) 
in the Mexican election of 2000 repre- 
sented a victory for US imperialism. It 
was welcomed by the Clinton adminis- 
tration as a step forward for NAFTA. 
The implementation of NAFTA in 1993, 
brought with it more direct domination 
of Mexico by the US and has allowed 
the US to pillage the economy. Initially, 
NAFTA led to a flood of cheap US 
manufactures, which rapidly produced 
a balance of payments problem, devalu- 
ation of the Peso, and in early 1995 the 
US had to arrange a $50bn rescue pack- 
age. Austerity measures, cuts in 
government spending and astronomi- 
cal interest rates (as high as 120%) 
followed. This brought about the ruin 
of the local petty bourgeoisie and the 
slashing of the state sector. A massive 
restructuring of the economy occurred. 
For the present this has stabilised the 
economic situation but the repayments 
on the debts consume anproxi- 
mately 29% of the GNP and debt 
repavment is due in 2003, so further 
upheavals lie ahead. 


US capital has flowed into Mexico in 
vast amounts attracted by the starva- 
tion wages that can be paid. Wage rates 
can be as low as $0.57 per hour! These 
developments have also led to a surge 
of emigration, both legal and illegal, 
from Mexico to the US. Because Mexi- 
can workers will work for much less 
than US workers, the immigrants are 
forcing wages down. All these factors 
lead to a flow of surplus value from the 
Mexican working class to the US bour- 
geoisic. This is of course increasing 
the profitability of US capital. 


The victory of Fox also ended 70 years 
of domination of Mexican politics by 
the “Institutional Revolutionary Party” 
(PRI) who represent the left wing of 
the Mexican bourgeoisie. The PRI has 
described Fox’s programme as “a model 
for social disaster.” This is, of course, 
pure hypocrisy, since it was the PRI 
who took Mexico into GATT in 1986, 
carried out the reforms needed to 
achieve entry to NAFTA, and joined 


NAFTA in 1993. After the economic 
disaster of 1994 it was the PRI who im- 
plemented the policies of privatisation, 
culting state spending and restructur- 
ing which the PAN continues today. 
As elsewhere in the world the distinc- 
tion between the so-called Jeft and right 
of the bourgeoisie’s political appara- 
tus is increasingly meaningless. Both 
carry out the policies demanded by in- 
ternational capitalism and in the case 
of Mexico this means the US. 


Looming Social Revolt 


He a disaster of some sort is 
ooming. The massive economic 
changes which have occurred since 
the °80’s, have brought massive social 
changes. These in turn, have led to 
widespread social movements which, 
though they have not yet taken an anti- 
capitalist direction clearly have the 
potential to do so. At present the PRI 
is no longer able to channel these pro- 
tests into the harmless paths of 
nationalism and struggles for nation- 
alisation. Other bourgeois forces are, 
however, arising to defuse this explo- 
sive situation. 


The liberalisation of the Mexican 
economy has devastated the living 
standards of the masses, whilst the 
bourgeoisie has consolidated Mexico 
as onc of the most attractive countries 
for Direct Foreign Investment. It is now 
the third most popular place in the 
world for such investment (after China 
and Brazil), and attracted 13 161.5 mil- 
lion dollars during 2000, 13.8% more 
than in 1999. Of course, most of this 
investment came from the U.S.(8938.5 
million dollars) followed by Spain (1570 
million doilars). The Mexican bourgeoi- 
sie expects to attract 15 000 million 
doHars in 2001 and by the end of the 
Fox Presidency (cach Presidency 
lasts 6 years), 20 000 million dollars. 


Of the 13 million plus foreign dollars 
invested in 2000, more than half went 
to the maquiladora' industries, in par- 
ticular to those sectors dealing with 
metal products, machinery and plastic 


and chemical products. Conditions in 
these maquiladoras are notoriously 
terrible. 70% of the workforce is female. 
The working week exceeds 60 hours. 
Tiredness and monotony lead to high 
staff turnover, but the workers’ search 
for better conditions is largely fruitless. 
Most maquiladora workers are paid 
by the hour, there is no overtime rate 
for those who need to earn more, no 
holiday pay, Christmas bonus etc. 
There are no unions and dismissal for 
any form of resistance, or other circum- 
stances such as pregnancy, is easy for 
the bosses, troublesome workers are 
blacklisted so other enterprises will not 
offer them work. Of course this contra- 
venes the 1917 Constitution and other 
labour laws, but passing and applying 
laws are different things, more so in 
Mexico where corruption and bribery 
persist en masse. 


Even the most committed promoters of 
liberalisation have to recognise the 
corrosive effect this has had on living 
standards of all but the wealthiest. 
Speaking at the recent Mexican reun- 
ion of the World Economic Forum 
(February 2001), the Governor of the 
Bank of Mexico, Guillermo Ortiz 
Martinez, admitted that “Globalisation 
had left many people marginalised.” 
Over 40% of Mexico’s economically 
active population scratch out a living 
in the so-called “informal sector”. In 
Latin America “40% of the population 
live in poverty?” and wealth distribu- 
tion’ “is one of the worst in the world”... 
“the coefficients of education, health 
and infant mortality” in the region are 
worse than “not only the OECD coun- 
tries, but those of Southeast Asia.” 


On 27th of February, again at the World 
Economic Forum, another Government 
official’ recognised that in Mexico, 40 
million live in poverty, 43% of the popu- 
lation. He also exposed the deplorable 
condition of the 62 indigenous groups* 
“whilst the national average of illiteracy 
is 10.46%, in the Indigenous commu- 
nities the figure is 43%. 75% of the 
country’s indigenous population do 
not complete primary school, as com- 
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pared to 36% of the rest of the popula- 
tion. 83.6% of infant mortality is due to 
intestinal illness, similar to the situa- 
tion in Africa.” 


This situation of sharp economic and 
political change has produced signs of 
mass action. Sadly, this is still chan- 
nelled into ineffective democratic 
channels, such as the multiple small 
parties which continue to spring up like 
mushrooms, or terrorist type organisa- 
tions, often seeking radical reform and 
justice for the particularly oppressed 
indigenous peoples. The Zapatista 
march (the Zapatista Army of National 
Liberation is one of 14 armed organi- 
sations operating in Mexico) from the 
poor Southeast to the capital has been 
able to attract mass audiences with its 
powerfully attractive, if utopian critique 
of a society which has left so many in 
the abyss. Assemblies of 70 000 peo- 
ple have been achieved, where 
sub-comandante Marcos and his 
masked fellow comandantes, often bor- 
rowing Marxist phraseology. Che 
Guevara’s famous portrait is often seen 
on t-shirts worn by masked Zapatista 
commandantes at the public assemblies 
and Marcos threatens the government 
with armed struggle on a massive scale 
if the condition of the Indigenous 
population is not improved. If the goal 
of meaningful reform is impossible 
within the confines of capitalist deca- 
dence, and Marcos has no project for 
the only means to go beyond capital- 
ism’s limits, the construction of the 
International Communist Party for the 
Dictatorship of the Proletariat. The suc- 
cess of the EZLN in attracting mass 
attention can be explained by the enor- 


mity of the misery and the yearning for 
an alternative society by significant 
sectors of the population. However the 
scale of the media attraction the EZLN 
has attracted shows how the ruling 
class is able to use this movement as a 
safety valve to prevent the working 
class from taking a path that would 
genuinely threaten capitalism. The 
EZLN mixes Marxist phraseology, reli- 
gion, mysticism, nationalism® and 
romanticism. All this serves as an ideo- 
logical smokescreen which diverts the 
dispossessed from an authentic, pro- 
letarian spearheaded revolutionary 
project, whilst Marcos and his merry 
men reject the taking of state power, 
opting, at least as far as the propaganda 
goes, to be a pressure group on the 
authorities. It is widely expected that a 
left wing political party will emerge out 
of the EZLN to add mote variety to the 
democratic charade. 


Years of nationalism, together with il- 
lusions in democracy and _ the 
possibility of an emergence of a “New” 
Mexico, following the downfall of the 
long PRI hegemony, and all the familiar 
problems such as Stalinist, Castroite 
falsifications of Marxism block the road 
to the development of communist con- 
sciousness. Marxists recognise that if 
misery alone were sufficient to create a 
revolutionary proletariat, the spectre of 
communism would have made many 
more appearances than has in fact been 
the case. Nevertheless, the Mexican 
case confirms the validity of the Marx- 
ist analysis, that concludes that 
development for the greater part of hu- 
manity is an impossibility under 
capitalism.’ Globalisation has only in- 


tensified all the negative effects of capi- 
talism, it is leading to the final, 
unavoidable intensification of capital- 
ism’s crisis. It is a solution to 
capitalism’s problems. The only 
project, which does not entail the wors- 
ening of all social conditions, is the 
revolutionary project, the working 
class version of globalisation, Interna- 
tional Communism. If the first steps are 
to be taken along this road it is neces- 
sary for Mexican communists to expose 
the illusions of the bourgeois pro- 
grammes, particularly nationalism and 
reform of capitalism, pedalled by the 
Mexican left. As in other parts of the 
world it is necessary for communists 
who understand this to form a commu- 
nist organisation to provide a 
communist beacon for today’s strug- 
gles. The IBRP exists to assist in the 
construction of such an organisation 
and we invite Mexican communists 
who agree with the politics expressed 
above to contact us. 


Notes 


1 The maquiladoras or maquilas are factories work- 
ing on contract and belonging to transnational 
companies, that are able to take advantage of 
extremely low wage levels, exemption from cus- 
toms duties, and the proximity of the US to which 
their products are exported. (From Le Monde Diplo- 
matique, Dec 1999, “Free Trade Across an Iron 
Curtain”) 


2 Less than a dollar a day according to President 
Fox, speaking on 27th of February. 


3 In Latin America the top twenty percent receives12 
times more income than the bottom 20%. In Asia 
the figure is 4 times more. 


4 Xéchit! Galvez Ruiz. 


5 Approximately 10 million people, 10% of the 
population, living on an average 10 pesos per day. 


6 The Mexican flag and national anthem are regu- 
lar features of the EZLN’s public spectacles. 


7 Decades ago, Mexico was held up as a model for 
other “developing countries” to follow. 


Our Basic Positions 


1. We aim to become part of the future world 
working class party which will guide the 
class struggle towards the establishment of 
a stateless, classless, moneyless society 
without exploitation, national frontiers or 
standing armies and in which the free de- 
velopment of each is the condition for the 
free development of all (Marx): Commu- 
nism. 


2. Such a society will need a revolutionary 
state for its introduction. This state will be 
run by workers’ councils, consisting of in- 
stantly recallable delegates from every 
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section of the working class. Their rule is 
called the dictatorship of the proletariat be- 
cause it cannot exist without the forcible 
overthrow and keeping down of the capi- 
talist class worldwide. 


3. The first stage in this is the political or- 
ganisation of class-conscious workers and 
their eventual union into an international 
political party for the promotion of world 
revolution. 


4. The Russian October Revolution of 1917 
remains a brilliant inspiration for us. It 
showed that workers could overthrow the 


capitalist class. Only the isolation and deci- 
mation of the Russian working class 
destroyed their revolutionary vision of 
1917. What was set up in Russia in the 1920's 
and after was not communism but centrally 
planned state capitalism. There have as yet 
been no communist societies anywhere in 
the world. 


5. The International Bureau for the Revo- 
lutionary Party was founded by the heirs of 
the Italian Left who tried to fight the politi- 
cal degeneration of the Russian Revolution 
and the Comintern in the 1920's. We are 
continuing the task which the Russian Revo- 
lution promised but failed to achieve — the 
freeing of the workers of the world and the 
establishment of communism. Join us! 
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